ХҮІІ, А REVISION ОЕ THE GENUS CMSENIDEPELIA. 
By Wek. CLADE Topp. 
INTRODUCTION. 


The present paper is the outgrowth of an attempt to identify the 
series of Ground Doves in the collection of the Carnegie Museum, a 
series which, although small, seemed to indicate the existence of 
several apparently undescribed forms. The confusion in which the 
various members of this genus were found to be involved, however, 
appeared to be such as to forbid satisfactory conclusions being reached 
until a thorough revision of the entire group could be made, and this 
task was accordingly undertaken. Through the cordial coóperation 
of the authorities of the larger museums in this country, and through 
the courtesy of several owners of private collections, the writer has 
been able to bring together no less than nineteen hundred and twenty 
specimens of this genus, representing all of the known forms, and 
including a number of types. Although in the nature of the case а 
considerable percentage of this material is not of the best quality, 
Ground Doves being especially difficult to make up into good skins, 
and although certain geographical arcas (particularly in South 
America) are sparsely represented by specimens, it has been possible 
for the first time to work out to advantage the characters, relation- 
ships, and ranges of the various forms. Тһе results of this study 
are embodied in the present revision, which has considerably exceeded 
the scope originally planned, and is now presented as an effort to 
correlate our knowledge of this group of birds into one harmonious 
whole. 

Accordingly, there has been an attempt to make the list of refer- 
ences to the literature of the group as complete as possible. While 
time and effort have not been spared in this endeavor, it is of course 
too much to hope that absolute completeness has been attained, but 
it is believed that over ninety per cent of the references have been 
duly recorded. Although it is true that many of those here given are 
of no especial scientific importance, it is also true that such a thorough 
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search through the literature as their collation has involved, if under- 
taken by revisers generally, would tend to place systematic orni- 
thologv, and particularly nomenclature, on a much sounder basis. 
It has seemed best, therefore, to list all the references found, however 
trivial in character. Moreover, of all those appearing in the tables 
of synonymy on succeeding pages, less than a half-dozen have been 
taken at second-hand, and all but about fifty have been personally 
verified by the writer. For memoranda on the remainder he is 
indebted to Prof. Wells W. Cooke, Mr. Harry C. Oberholser, Dr. 
Charles W. Richmond, Mr. Joseph H. Riley, Mr. Austin H. Clark, 
Mr. Witmer Stone, Dr. Glover M. Allen, Mr. Waldron DeWitt 
Miller, and Mr. J. Warren Jacobs in this country, to Dr. A. Menegaux 
of Paris, France, and to Mr. Charles Chubb of London, England. 
То Messrs. Richmond and Oberholser he is also under additional 
obligations for numerous suggestions and much valuable criticism. 
'To those persons who have placed material at his disposal for study 
in this connection he takes this opportunity of again returning thanks. 

АП measurements given are in millimeters, and, unless otherwise 
stated, are based on a series of not less than ten good specimens. 
Ridgway's Nomenclature of Colors has been used as a standard in 
preparing descriptions. 


Genus CHAMEPELIA Swainson, 


The principal references to the genus, together with a list of the 
emended forms under which it has appeared, are given in this table. 


Columba, part, LINNJEUS, Syst. Nat., ed. то, I, 1758, 162; ed. 12, I, 1766, 279.— 
GMELIN, Syst. Nat., I, ii, 1789, 769, and of earlier authors generally. 

Goura, part, STEPHENS, Shaw's Gen. Zoól., XI, 1, 1819, 119. 

Columbina Ѕр1х, Avium Species Nove, II, 1825, 57, 58, part (no type indicated).— 
Gray, List Gen. Birds, 1840, 58 (Columba passerina Linneus designated as 
type).—ALLEN, Bull. Am. Mus. Nat. Hist., XXIV, 1907, 33, 44. 46 (crit.).— 
ALLEN, Auk, XXV, 1908, 301 (crit.).—AMERICAN ORNITHOLOGISTS’ UNION 
COMMITTEE, Auk, XXVI, 1000, 300 (crit.).—ALLEN, Science, п. s, XXXIII, 
1911, 336 (crit.).— INTERNATIONAL COMMISSION ON ZOOLOGICAL NOMENCLATURE, 
Smiths. Inst. Publ. No. 2013, 1911, 73 (crit.).—BRABOURNE and Сиовв, Birds 
S. Am., I, 1912, 18 (list of South American forms). 

Columbigallina (not of Oken, 1817) BOIE, Isis, 1826, 977 (type, Columba passerina 
Linneus).— AMERICAN ORNITHOLOGISTS’ UNION COMMITTEE, Check List N. 
Am. Birds, 1886, 181.—RipGway, Man. N. Am. Birds, 1887, 214 (diag.).— 
Cory, Auk, IV, 1887, 116.— Conv, Birds W. Indies, 1889, 217.— WATERHOUSE, 
Ind. Gen. Avium, 1880, 50.— SALVADORI, Cat. Birds Brit. Mus., XXI, 1893, 
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472, footnote (сгі.).-Амевісах ORNITHOLOGISTS’ UNION COMMITTEE, Cheek 
List No Алп. Birds сб: 2, 1505, 122.—Covrs, Auk, XIV, 1807, 215, in text 
(crit.)—Dvunois, Syn. Avium, IT, 1002, 763 (syn.).—Coves, Key N. Am. Birds, 
ed. 5, If, 1903, 715 (diag.; crit.) STONE, Auk, ХХІХ, 1907, 192 (crit.; -Сйе- 
mepelia Swainson).—ALLEN, Bull. Am. Mus. Nat. Hist., XXIII, 1907, 327, in 
text (=Chemepelia Swainson); ХХІХ, 1007. 33, in text, 44, 46 (crit.; =Co- 
lumbina Spix).—AMERICAN ORNITHOLOGISTS’ UNION COMMITTEE, Auk, XXVI, 
1909, 297 (=Chemepelia Swainson).—DABBENE, Ап. Mus. Nac. Buenos Aires, 
XVIII, 1010, 193. 

Chemepelia Swainson, 2001. Journ., ПП, 1827, 361, part (diag.; no type specified; 
includes Columba passerina Linneus and C. squamosa Temminck).—LEssow, 
Man. d'Orn. П, 1828, 162 (ex Swainson).—SELBY, Jardine's Naturalist's 
Library, Birds, IX, 1835, 108, part (characters; type, Columba talpi- 
coti [sic] Temminck).—Swatnson, Class. Birds, П, 1837, 340 (diag.; C. сіп- 
namomina Spix given as "example ”).-Свлу, List Gen. and Subgen. Birds, 
1855, 100 (syn.; Columba passerina Linneus designated as type).—Gray, List 
Birds Brit. Mus., Columba, 1856, 49, part (syn.).—GRav, Hand-List Birds, 
Il, 1870, 239 (syn.; list of species). —WALLACE, Geog. Distr. Animals, 11, 1876, 
333 (geog. distr.).—W'ATERHOUSE, Ind. Gen. Avium, 1889, 37.—STONE, Auk, 
XXIV, 1907, 192 (replaces Columbzgallina Boie).—ALrEN, Bull. Am. Mus. Nat. 
Hist., XXIII. 1907, 327 (crit.; type); ХХІХ, 1907, 33. in text (crit.; type). 
—ALLEN, Auk, XXV, 1908, 301 (crit.).— AMERICAN ORNITHOLOGISITS! UNION 
COMMITTEE, Auk, XXVI, 1909, 297 (replaces Columbigallina Boic), 300 (crit.).— 
KNOWLTON, Birds of the World, 1000, 432, in text.— AMERICAN ORNITHOLOGISTS, 
Union COMMITTEE, Check List N. Аш. Birds, ed. 3, тото, 150.—ALLEN, Science, 
n. s, XXXIII, 1911, 336 (crit.). INTERNATIONAL COMMISSION ON ZOOLOGICAL 
NOMENCLATURE, Smiths. Inst. Publ. No. 2013, 1911, 73 (crit.). 

Chamepelia (emendation?) Lesson, Traité d'Orn., 1831 (2), 474.—BONAPARTE, 
Geog. and Comp. List, 1838, 41.—Sumicurast, Naturaleza, V, 1881, 231.— 
MENEGAUX, Bull. Mus. d'Hist. Nate XV, 1909. 238. 

Chamæpelia (emendation) Swainson, Class. Birds, 11, 1837, 380, in index (cor- 
rection of Chesne pelia, р. 349).— GRAY. List Gen. Birds, ed. 2, 1841, 75 (syn.).— 
Gray, Gen. Birds, II, 1845, 475, part (characters; list of species).—BONAPARTE, 
Consp. Avium, 11, 1854, 77 (diag.).—BONAPARTE, Compt. Rend., XL, 1855, 20, 
in text.—SUNDEVALL, Tentamen, 1872, 100, excl. syn. part.— BAIRD, BREWER, 
and RipGwav, Hist. N. Am. Birds, 111, 1875, 389 (diag.).—WLLACE, Geog. 
Distr. Animals, ІІ, 1876, тоо (geog. distr.).— MAYNARD, Birds E. N. Ain., 1881, 
245 (diag.).— CovEs, Key N. Am. Birds, ed. 2, 1884, 569 (diag.).—WaTER- 
HOUSE, Ind. Gen. Avium, 1889, 39.—SaLvaDonr, Cat. Birds Brit. Mus., XXI, 
1803. 470 (diag.), 472 (syn.).— MAYNARD, Birds E. ХМ. Am., ed. 2, 1895, 245 
(diag.).— SHARPE, Hand-List Birds, 1, 1899, 81 (list of species).—SarviN and 
GopMax, Biol. Centr.-Am., Aves, ІП, 1902, 249 (diag.). 

"Chemepelia Swainson" (lapsus) Gray, List Gen. Birds, 1840, 58, in synonymy.— 
Gray, List Birds Brit. Mus., Columbze, 1856, 49, in synonymy. 

Chamaépelia (cmendation) GLOGER, Gemeinnütziges Hand- und Hilísbuch der 
Naturgeschichte, Г, 184-, 367.— BURMEISTER, Syst. Ueber. Thiere Bras., Vögel, 
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11, 1856, 295 (сһагас(егв).--Влікр, Report Pacific R. R. Survey, IX, 1858, 606.— 
GILL, Osprey, 1V, 1900, 168, in text (crit.). 

“Chame pelea Swainson" (lapsus) Tscnupr, Fauna Peruana, Aves, 1845-6, 45. 

Chamepelia (emendation?) JARDINE, Jardine's Contr. Orn., 1849, 79.— HURDis, 
Jardine's Contr. Orn., 1850, 6.—CovES and PRENTISS, Smiths. Report for 1861, 
1862, 414.—LAWRENCE, Ann. Lyc. Nat. Hist. N. Y., VIII, 1865, 178.—LxEo- 
ТАС, Ois. Trinidad, 1800, 366.--Етллот, Standard Nat. Hist., IV, 1885, 247, 
in text.—DarcLEISH, Proc. Royal Phys. Soc. Edinburgh, X, 1888-89, 86.— 
Кет, Bull 25 U. S. Nat. Mus., 1884, 225.— QUELCH, Timehri, V, 1891, 106.— 
TESCHEMAKER, Avic. Mag., VI, 1908, 257. 

Chamai peleia (emendation) REICHENBACH, Avium Syst. Nat., 1850, xxiv. REICH- 
ENBACH, Tauben, 1862, 15. 

Talpacotia BONAPARTE, Consp. Avium, II, 1854, 79 (diag.; type, by tautonymy, 
Columba talpacoti Temminck).—BONAPARTE, Compt. Rend., XL, 1855, 22, in 
text (diag.), 220.— WATERHOUSE, Ind. Gen. Avium, 1889, 217.—ALLEN, Auk, 
NV, 1008, 301. 305, їп text (crit.). 

‘Chama pelia (lapsus) SCLATER, Proc. 2001. Soc. London, 1857, 19. 

“Свавтер га (lapsus) LAWRENCE, Ann. Lyc. Nat. Hist. N. Y., VII, 1861, 301. 

РугрИовназ REICHENBACH, Tauben, 1862, 13 (new name for Chame pelia Swainson). 

Chameopelia (emendation?) SCLATER, Proc. Zoól. Soc. London, 1864, 178.— 
TAYLOR, Ibis, 1864, 171.—SUNDEVALL, (Efv. Kongl. Vet.-Akad. Fórh., “ 1869," 
1870, 601. 

Chamcpilea (lapsus) BRYANT, Proc. Boston Soc. Nat. Hist., X, 1866, 257. 

Chame peleia (emendation) Cooprr, Proc. California Acad. Sci., IV, 1870, 65.— 
Cours, Key N. Am. Birds, 1872, 226.—Covzs, Check List N. Am. Birds, 1873, 
75.--Сову, Birds Bahama Is., 1880, 228.— WATERHOUSE, Index Gen. Avium, 
1889, 39. 

Peristera, part, SCHLEGEL, Mus. Pays-Bas, Columba, IV, 1873, 134. 

Che pelia (lapsus) HENSHAW, Report Expl. W. rooth Meridian, V, 1875, 433, in 
synonymy. 

Chamee pelia (lapsus) Етвов, Familiar Science and Fancier's Journal, n. s., V, 1878, 
86. 

Lepiopelia HEINE, in HEINE and REICHENOW, Nomencl. Mus. Hein., Orn., 1890, 
283 (new name for Talpacofia Bonaparte, on grounds of purism).—RICHMOND, 
Proc. U. S. Nat. Mus., XXIV, 1902, бот (crit.). 

Columbogallina (lapsus) LANTZ, Trans. Kansas Acad. Sci., XVI, 1899, 210. 

Camaé pelia (lapsus) VON IHERING, Annuario do Estado do Rio Grande do Sul, 1900, 
146. 

Chemepella (lapsus) BANGS, Auk, XXIV, 1907, 292. 

Chema pelia (lapsus) ALLEN, Bull. Am. Mus. Nat. Hist., XXIV, 1907, 46, in index. 


Bibliography.—The literature on this group dates back as far at 
least as 1654, when du Tertre referred to the '*Ortolans of Martinique, 
which are little Turtle-doves no larger than larks" (translation). 
Willughby published a very good general account and recognizable 
plate of the same species in 1676, based on the Barbados bird, and it 
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is mentioned by several other early writers on the West Indies. 
Linneus based his description of Columba passerina largely upon 
Catesby, who was the first to give an account of the bird from eastern 
North America. Іп the twelfth edition of his Systema Nature (1766) 


“ 


Linnwus gave а binomial name to the “Turtur parvus fuscus ameri- 
canus" of Brisson, calling it Columba minuta. Columba talpacoti 
was formally described by Temminck and figured by Madame Knip 
іп 1808-11, although it had been noticed by Azara а few years earlier. 
Talpacotia rufipennis was described by Bonaparte іп 1854, and im 
1877 the last specific member of the genus to be discovered, Chame- 
pelia buckleyi, was described by Messrs. Sclater and Salvin. 
Meanwhile Chemepelia or Chamepelia of Swainson had come to be 
applied to the group, and as early as 1854 Bonaparte had critically 
treated. the species involved, amplifying his review the following 
year in a paper entitled “ Coup d'œil sur l'ordre des Pigeons.” Bona- 
parte was the first author to recognize that C. passerina was a com- 
posite (as it was then regarded) or variable species, but unfortunately 
he made the mistake of referring Columba minuta Linnzus to it as a 
synonym, while at the same time redescribing the latter under two 
different names. For the species with partially feathered tarsi he 
proposed the genus Talpacotia—a name which has had but little 


currency—referring thereto T. cinnamomea, T. godina (both syn- 
onyms of the earlier Columba talpacoti), and his new species T. rufi- 
pennis. Thus, instead of clearing up the situation, Bonaparte con- 
siderably increased the confusion, and, indeed, most of the errors into 
which subsequent authors have fallen in regard to this group of birds 
are directly due to having blindly followed Bonaparte's lead. 
Information concerning,the ranges of the various species continued 
to accumulate, and after trinomials came into vogue several sub- 
species of C. passerina were described, but no important critical review 
of the genus as a whole again appeared until 1893, when Count 
Tommaso Salvadori published his great work on the Pigeons as 
Volume ХХІ of the Catalogue of the Birds in the British Museum. 
The index to the literature pertaining to the Ground Doves as given 
in this work is unusually full, but the author's conservatism in the 
matter of trinomials led him to merge all the subspecific names thus 
far proposed for C. passerina under one head, while at the same time 
admitting the existence of geographical variation. Yet if there ever 
was a case demanding the use of trinomials, surely it is this, and 
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Count Salvadori’s account is thus quite inadequate and disappointing. 
Precisely the opposite course, however, has been followed by Dr. 
Percy R. Lowe, who has reviewed the C. passerina group within 
recent years. In this paper all the various forms are treated as full 
species, and the rules of nomenclature have been disregarded freely. 
Nevertheless Dr. Lowe's paper is an exceedingly timely and important 
contribution to the subject, and has been extensively used in the 
preparation of the present review. 

Habits —As implied by their name, the Ground Doves are birds of 
the open country, and spend much of their time on the ground. 
They are usually seen in pairs, but after the breeding season may 
gather into small flocks. As a rule they are not shy, and in some 
regions are actually most abundant in the neighborhood of human 
habitations, and in cultivated districts generally. In some sections 
they are shot for food, but as a rule their small size has operated to 
their advantage. In all the species (except С. buckleyi, whose nidi- 
fication is not yet known) the nest is a frail affair of twigs and weed- 
stalks, placed in a low bush or on the ground, and the eggs are two 
in number, pure white. 

Relationships —The present genus would seem to find its proper 
position in the small group of neotropical genera called by Count 
Salvadori Peristerinze, which name, however, requires to be changed 
to Claraviine, to correspond with the proper name of its principal 
genus. Ав characterized by this and most later authors the genus 
includes six species, but one of these is clearly not congeneric with the 
others, and before attempting to formulate any intelligible diagnosis 
of Chemepelia it becomes necessary to remove it therefrom under the 
name 


EUPELIA genus novum. 


Similar (о Chemepelia Swainson, but bill relatively much longer 
and stouter, with base more turgid, and nostrils wider, more open; 
feet also somewhat stouter; inner web of seventh primary entire; and 
lesser coverts with a metallic band. Similar in style of coloration to 
Columbina Spix (Columbula of authors), but bill and feet stouter, 
and tail relatively shorter and not double rounded. Type, Columba 
crusiana Prévost and Knip, which will thus stand as Eupelia 
cruziana. 

The genera of this group may now be re-arranged, as follows: 
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KEY TO THE GENERA OF CLARAVIIN.E. 
А. Tall much longer than half ihe wing. 
а. Outer primary not abruptly attenuated. 
b. Tail decidedly shorter than the wing. 

€. Tail relatively longer, somewhat double rounded, the middle and 
outer rectrices shorter than the intermediate ones. . Colimbina, 

а, Тай relatively shorter, simply rounded. 
d. Bill stout; inner web of seventh primary entirc.. . Eupelia. 
а. Bill slender; seventh primary abruptly toothed on the inner 


УО Cheme pelia. 
bi. Tail decidedly longer than the wing............ E осъди Uropelia. 
а. Outer primary abruptly attenuated. 
Call longer than Ке хут. с Oxy pelia. 
аа Еос тала... 77 Claravis. 
al) Tailshort, little more (Шап halt the wing... erre erred Metriopelia. 


Eupelia is obviously related to both Columbina апа Chemepelia, 
but sufficiently distinct from either to stand alone.  Chemepelia, as 
above restricted, is a very homogeneous and easily defined group. 

Generic characters —Bill much shorter than the head, very small 
and slender, its base little expanded, the commissure faintly decurved 
throughout its length. Nostrils linear, overhung by a membrane, 
and opening immediately behind the median constriction. Inter- 
ramal space feathered to a point even with the anterior extremity of 
the nostrils. Wings short and rounded, the seventh, eighth, and 
ninth! primaries subequal and longest, the outermost decidedly 
shorter (except in C. buckleyi). Seventh primary abruptly toothed 
on the inner web, and seventh, eighth, and ninth primaries emarginate 
on the outer webs, toward their tips. Tertiaries much elongated, 
falling short of the primaries in the closed wing by much less than the 
length of the tarsus. Tail much shorter than the wing, evenly 
rounded, the rectrices with broad tips. Feet relatively weak; tarsus 
about equal to middle toe without claw; lateral toes subequal, barely 
reaching to the extremity of middle toe; hallux still shorter. Size 
small (wing not over 92 mm.), and sexes unlike; males plain grayish 
brown or vinaceous above, the crown with more or less cinereous or 
plumbeous; below vinaceous; the inner wing-coverts and tertiaries 
with irregular glossy metallic spots on their outer webs. Females 
much duller and browner, with little or no vinaceous. Five species, 
including twenty-two subspecies. 

In C. buckleyi, C. talpacoti, and C. rufipennis there is a narrow line 


! Counting from the inside. 
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of feathers on the sides of the tarsus, niost prominent on the outer 
side and towards the heel. In С. бис еуі the tenth (outermost) 
primary is very nearly as long as the next three, instead of decidedly 
shorter. C. talpacoti and C. buckleyi agree with each other in having 
the wings uniform dusky, all the other species having the remiges more 
or less rufous. С. passerina differs from the other species in its 
prominently squamate head and breast, but this character is more or 
less evident in the juvenal stage of the remaining species, indicating 
their derivation from a common ancestral type. 

Range.—Tropical America in general, north regularly to the Ber- 
mudas, South Carolina, Texas, and Arizona; south to Paraguay and 
northern Argentina. 

Taxonomic history — Following Linnaeus, most of the earlier writers 
referred the species of this genus—of which C. passerina was the 
earliest and best known—to Columba of that author. Stephens, 
however, placed it in his genus Goura, and in 1825 Spix described two 
of the species under the generic heading Columbina, for which he 
gave no diagnosis and fixed no type. The following year Boie pro- 
posed the genus Columbigallina, with Columba passerina Linnzus as 
type. Passing by Spix's name, Columbigallina was taken up by the 
American Ornithologists’ Union in 1886 as the earliest name for this 
genus, and not until 1907 was it discovered to be antedated by Columbi- 
gallina Oken, 1317. This “long, badly constructed name, without 
generic characters," however, met with but little favor outside of 
America, most European authorities falling back on Chemepelia 


“ 


Swainson, 1827. This author cited as “examples” of his new genus 
Columba passerina Linnzus and Columba squamosa Temminck, but 
designated no type, and it is further to be noted that one of the 
characters given in his diagnosis, "the sides of the tarsi feathered,” 
does not apply to either of the above species. Because of this dis- 
crepancy Reichenbach proposed in 1862 to restrict Swainson's name 
to the species with feathered tarsi (for which Bonaparte had mean- 
while established a genus of his own, Talpacotia), and to place C. 
passerina and its allies in а new genus, Pyrgitoéuas, but such action 
was of course clearly invalid according to present rules. Іп 1841 
Gray fixed the type of Cliemepelia? as Columba passerina Linnzus. 

? It should be noted, however, that in this instance Gray used the name in its 
corrected form, Chamepelia. Should this emendation be considered as a distinct 


name the fixation of the type ot Chemepelia would have to date from J. E. Gray, 
1855. 


Торо: А Revision ОҒ THE GENUS CILEMEPELIA. 515 


Leptopelia Meine and Reichenow, 1890, is merely а new name for 
Та!расойа Bonaparte, proposed on grounds of purism. 

Very recently Dr. J. A. Allen has sought to revive Columbina of 
Spix for the present group, on the ground that Gray in 1840 desig- 
nated Columba passerina as its type, thus fixing the name. But 
inasmuch as this specific name, as such, does not appear as one of the 
originally included species, but under the guise instead of Columbina 
griseola, which is now known to be a subspecies of C. pusserina, 
Dr. Allen's position has been called in question. The matter was 
formally referred by the American Ornithologists’ Union Nomen- 
clature Committee to the International Commission on Zoólogical 
Nomenclature, and the decision of that body, recently published, is 
to the effect that Gray’s designation of a type for Columbina in 1840 
was invalid, and that the type remained to be fixed. Previously to 
the publication of this decision, but evidently with a knowledge of its 
contents, Dr. Allen proceeded to formally fix the type of Columbina 
as Columbina griseola (= Columbina passerina griseola [Spix]). It 
would seem, however, as if the Commission, in deciding that Gray's 
first designation of a type for Columbina was invalid, had overlooked 
the fact that a year later he designated types for both Columbina and 
Chemepelia (Columbina strepitans and Columba passerina respectively) 
—designations which are open to no such objections as invalidated 
his original action. Hence Dr. Allen's latest formal fixing of the 
type is quite superfluous, and it is therefore possible to conserve 
Chemepelia for this generic group, while Columbina will replace 
Columbula Bonaparte, 1854. 

The orthography of the name has given rise to endless trouble. 
Swainson originally wrote the word “ Chemepelia’’—an obvious slip 
Гог“ Chamepetia, 
later, in his Classification of Birds, he unfortunately repeated the 


compounded from араб and пеещ. Теп years 


error, but discovcred it in time to correct it in the index.’ Later 
authors have also been more or less unfortunate in their use of the 
word, and compositors and proof-readers have occasionally added to 
the confusion, as will be evident from the table of synonymy of the 
genus, wherein the word is spelled in no less than eighteen different 

3 The writer takes this opportunity of expressing his lack of sympathy with апу 
code of nomenclature which makes no provision ior the correction of such a pal- 
pably absurd error as this, but instead carefully provides for its perpetuation, on 


the ground that science is not literature. But if science must appropriate the tools 
of literature, why not at least use thein in the right way? 
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ways! Excepting in ihe generic synonymy above referred to, no 
effort has been made in the present paper to sort the references 
according to the use or non-use of the diphthong “а” in the name, 
except sometimes in cases where onlv a single reference is involved. 
Species and subs pecies—Twenty-two forms, referable to five specific 
types, are recognized in the present review. All of the species are 
subject to a great deal of sexual, individual, and age variation, and 
C. passerina in particular is unusually plastic and susceptible to 
varying conditions of environment. The difficulty of discriminating 
these geographical variants arises not so much from the subtle nature 
of the differential characters as from the necessity of first eliminating 
al other kinds of variation. Thus, while it is often difficult or even 
impossible to refer a given specimen to any particular form, a series 
of specimens from any one locality may readily be placed, their 
collective distinctive characters being thus brought into prominence. 
Good series of specimens are quite necessary in reaching positive 
conclusions in the study of the Ground Doves, and where the available 
material has been inadequate some questions have arisen regarding 
the status of certain forms. As in numerous parallel cases, inter- 
gradation between the various forms is often much in evidence, and 
must be taken into account in attempting to define their respective 
characters and ranges. Іп the recognition of geographical races the 
endeavor has been to follow a consistent and conservative middle 
course, basing all diagnoses on evident average differences between 
typical specimens. The following key is intended more as a tabular 
exposition of the salient characters and relationships of the lorms, 
however, than as a practical aid in the identification of specimens. 


KEY TO THE SPECIES AND SUBSPECIES OF CH.EMEPELIA. 
Based on Adult Males. 


A. Sides of the tarsus naked. (Chemepelia.) 
d. Breast squamate. (C. passerina.) 
b. Larger, wing averaging over 85 mm. 
c. Above plain grayish brown; below deeper vinaceous. 
C. passerina passerina, 
а, Above drab gray; below paler vinaceous. 
C. passerina pallescens. 
с. Above dull brownish olive; below intermediate vinaceous. 
C. passerina neglecta. 


4 But I do not regard this as an argument against the non-emendation of names. 
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и. Smaller, wing averaging less than 85 пип. 
с. Above suffused with olive-brown. 
d. Larger, wing averaging 83 mm...C. passerina socorroensis, 
d!, Smaller, wing averaging 76 mm.....C. passerina parvula. 
с. Above more grayish. 
d. Crown and nape suffused with vinaceous, almost concolor 
wu: the Dacke cece ease ar „....С. passerina nana. 
а. Crown and nape suffused with plumbeous, contrasting with 
the back. 
е. Plumbeous color and squamation of crown and nape 
obsolescent. 
f. Larger, wingaveraging 84.5 mm.: coloration brighter. 
С. passerina quitensis. 
у. Smaller, wing averaging 70 mm.; coloration darker. 
C. passerina griseola. 
а, Plumbeous color and squamation of crown and паре 
evident. 
f. Vinaceous areas tinged with lavender-gray. 
g. Under tail-coverts extensively white; base of 
Dl. vellowe ааа каки C. passerina albivi:ta. 
g.. Under tail-coverts merely whitish or grayish; 
base of bill olive or olive-brown. 
С. passerina antillarum. 
fi. Vinaceous areas usually without any lavender-gray 
tinge. 
г. Larger, wing averaging 80 mm. or more, tail 
56 mm. or more. 
h. Basal half or two-thirds of bill crimson. 
C. passerina trochila. 
її. Basal half or two-thirds of bill orange ог 
yellow. 
i. Darker.....C. passerina jamaicensis. 
й, Paler..........C. passerina insularis. 
h?. Bill black, sometimes with a little red at 
the base. 
i. Darker, more brownish olive above. 
C. passerima aflavida. 
il. Paler, more grayish olive above. 
C. passerina bahamensis. 
7. Smaller, wing averaging 78.5 mm.; tail 52 mm. 
C. passerina exigua. 
а. Breast plain. (C. minuta.) 
Baar ОООО EUM LINDE Eques RU е IUE E C. minuta minuta. 
ЛЮТЕР. ОТ алына e жина C. minuta el@odes. 
A}, Sides of the tarsus with a narrow line of feathers. (Talpacotia.) 
a. Remiges black or blackish, with no rufous. 
р Above minaccous мам 2222... . ume. C. buckleyi. 
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D A bovesvinaceousasehestitib- oc NER ET C. talpacoti. 
а. Remiges with more or less rufous. (C. rufipennis.) 

БОА е Жс N К Е C. rufi pennis rufi pennis. 

DUP aller ier pots seo N Ed ne EF FEN EO ORA C. rufipennis eluta. 


Chæmepelia passerina (Linnæus). 


Under this head are placed such references to this species as are of 
uncertain, indefinite, or general application. Some of the latter class, 
however, appear also under the various subspecies involved. 


“Ortolan” ре Коснкковкт, Histoire naturelle et morale des Iles antilles de l’ Amer- 
ique, 1658, 153 (Antilles). 

"Columbus minimus . . ." KLEIN, Historiæ Avium Prodromus, 1750, 120, Хо. 
124, part (references). 

Columba passerina LINNÆUS, Syst. Nat., ed. то, I, 1758, 165, excl. syn. part (diag.; 
“America inter tropicos"; ex Sloane, Catesby, Ray, and Willughby); ed. 12, I, 
1706, 285 (ex auctoribus eisdem, alque Brisson).—ScoPoLr, Annus I. Historico- 
Naturalis, 1760, 126, No. 183 (diag.; “іп Americc torridz rupibus et arbustis’’). 
—Forster, Cat. Animals М. Am., 1771, II.— MÜLLER, Natursystem, II, 
1773. 512 (descr.; geog. distr.).—]AcQUIN, Beytrüge, 1784, 32 (diag.; habits). 
— GMELIN, Syst. Nat., I, ii, 1789, 787, excl. syn. part (diag.; “іп Americe cali- 
dioribus ad Carolinam usque''; ex Jacquin, Ray, Brisson, Buffon, Willughby, 
Catesby, Sloane, Brown, Latham, and Pennant).—LaTHaAM, Ind. Orn., П, 
1790, 611 (diag.; syn.).—BONNATERRE, Tabl. Enc. et Méth., I, 1792, 252 (descr.; 
habits; l'Amérique ").—LICHTENSTEIN, Cat. Rerum Nat. Rar., 1793, 40 (South 
America).—TURTON, Gen. Syst. Nat., I, 1806, 478 (diag., etc.).— TEMMINCK, 
Cat. Syst. Cab. Orn., 1807, 144 (вуп.).--Теммікек, іп TEMMINCK and KNIP, 
Pigeons, I, 1808-11, Colombi-gallines, 24, pls. 13-14 (South America; Caribbean 
Islands; Porto Rico; San Domingo; descr. and general account).—L THAM, Syst. 
Orn., 1809, 274 (diag.; syn.).— WILSON, Am. Orn., VI, 1812, rs, part (“West 
Indies').—TEMMINCK, Hist. Nat. Gén. Pigeons et Gallinacés, I, 1813, 425 (geog. 
distr.; descr.; general account), 496 (diag.; syn.).—Orb, in Guthrie's Geography, 
Am. ed. 2, 1815, 317, (340) (North and South Carolina; Louisiana; Florida; 
Mexico; West Indies; habits).—ViEILLOT, Nouv. Dict. d'Hist. Nat., XXVI, 
1818, 401 (geog. distr.; general account).— VIEILLoT, Gal. Oiseaux, І, 1825, 333, 

* pl. 106 (syn.; descr.; geog. distr.; habits). —DESMAREST, Dict. Sci. Nat., XL, 1826, 
308 (descr.; geog. distr.; habits).— WAGLER, Syst. Avium, 1827, [260], Columba, 
sp. 88 (United States and Caribbean Islands; descr.; syn.).—L EssoN, Man. 
d'Orn., II, 1828, 162 (given by Swainson as one of the types of his genus Che- 
mepelia).—BONAPARTE, Ann. Lyc. Nat. Hist. N. Y., II, 1828, 120 (diag.; geog. 
distr.).—L EssowN, Traité d’Orn., 1831(?), 474 (references).—SELBv, Jardine's 
Naturalist's Library, Birds, IX, 1835, 202, in text. —OKEN, Allgemeine Natur- 
geschichte, VII, 1837, 294 (descr.; references; geog. distr.; habits, ex Wilson).— 
[Rrvorr?], Catalogue de la magnifique Collection d'Oiseaux, 1846, зо (America). 
—Kaup, Das Thierrich, II, 1856, 49 (descr.; North America and West Indies).— 
SUNDEVALL, Оу. Kongl. Vet.-Akad. Fórh., “ 1869," 1870, 586 (North America; 
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crit.).—ALLEN, Bull. Аш. Mus. Nat. Ilist., XXIII, 1907, 327. in text (type 
of Chamepelia Swainson); ХХІХ, 1907, 33, in text (type of Columbina Spix). 
—ALLEN, Auk, XXV, r908, 30r, in text (crit.).—BrRLEPSCH, Nov. Zoól., XV, 
1908, 295, in synonymy (crit.).—INTERNATIONAL COMMISSION ON ZOOLOGICAL 
NOMENCLATURE, Smiths. Inst. Publ. No. 2013, 1911, 73, in text (crit.). 

“ Turtur parvus americanus" Brisson, Orn., I, 1760, 113, pl. 9, fig. 1, excl. syn. part 

"in variis Americe locis”; descr.; syn.). 

"Cocotzin" Burvon, Hist. Nat. Oiseaux, II, 1771, 559, part.—MAUDUYT, Enc. 
Mecth., I, 1780, 508, excl. syn. part (descr.; habits). 

“Ground Turtle" Т.АТПАМ, Gen. Syn. Birds, II, ii, 1783, 659 (geog. distr.; descr.; 
habits).—Latuam, Suppl. Gen. Syn. Birds, 1787, 200, part (geog. distr.; habits). 
--І,АТПАМ, Gen. Hist. Birds, VIII, 1823, ot (geog. distr.; syn.; descr.; habits; 
Burke Country [= County?], fide Abbot). 

“Ground Pigeon” PENNANT, Arctic Zoology, II, 1785, 328 (geog. distr.; descr.; 
habits); ed. 2, ІІ, 1702, 8. 

"Erd-Turteltaube" BECHSTEIN, Johann Latham's allgemeine Uebersicht der Vogel, 
1795, 633 (syn.; general account). 

Columbigallina passerina Boir, Isis, 1826, 077.--АМЕКІСАХ  ORNITIIOLOGISTS" 
UNION COMMITTEE, Check List N. Ain. Birds, 1886, 181 (geog. distr.).—Cory, 
Auk, IV, 1887, 116 (Bahamas and Antilles; descr.; references).—]oRDAN, Man. 
Vert. N. U. S., ed. 5, 1890, 254 (diag.; geog. distr.).—SHUFELDT, Proc. Zoól. Soc. 
London, 1801, 194 (comparative osteology).—BERLErscu, Journ. f. Orn., XL, 
1892, 102 (geog. distr.).—HARTERT, Ibis, 1893, 305, part ("South America"). 
SHUFELDT, Journ. Morph., XVII, 1901, 489, footnote (osteology).—BANGs, 
Auk, XVIII, тоот, 251. in text (crit.).—Dusois, Syn. Avium, II, 1902, 763, part 
(" Antilles"; syn.; crit.). 

Chemepelia passerina SWAINSON, 2001. Journ., ПІ. 1827, 361 (generic name).— 
Gray, List Birds Brit. Mus., Columbz, 1856, 49 (Jamaica; North America; 
South America; Mexico; syn.).—AMERICAN ORNITHOLOGISTS’ UNION Сом- 
MITTEE, Check List N. Am. Birds, ed. 3, 1910, 150 (geog. distr.). 

Columbina passerina Gray, List Gen. Birds, 1840, 58. 

Chamepelia passerina Gray, List Gen. Birds, ed. 2, 1841, 75 (designated as type 
of Chamepelia Swainson).—Gray, List Gallinee Brit. Mus., 1844, 14, part (North 
America).—Gray, Gen. Birds, ІІ, 1845, 475.—(2) REICHENBACII, Syn, Avium, 
Columbarie, 1847, pl. 256, figs. 14:9-20.—HARTLAUB, Isis, XL, 1847, 606 
(West Indies).—REICHENBACH, Syst. Aviuin, Columbaria, Novit. Suppl., 1851, 
pl. 266, figs. 2875-8.—LICHTENSTEIN, Nom. Avium Mus. Zoól. Berol., 1854, 82 
(North America; Cuba; Colombia).—DBoxaPARTE, Consp. Avium, II, 1854, 77 
(geog. distr.: "ex America sept. et Antillis; Jamaica, Hispaniola, Florida, Geor- 
gia, Carolina, Louisiana, Mexico '').—SCLATER, Cat. Vert. Animals in Gardens 
Тобі. Soc. London, 1862, 62 (" North America "").—GrIEBEL, Thes. Orn., I, 1872, 
635, excl. ref. to C. minuta Linnzeus (references).—SCLATER and блім, Nom. 
Avium Neotrop., 1873, 133 (Mexico; Central and South America, to Brazil).— 
Sousa, Mus. Nac. Lisbona, Columba, 1873, 20, part ('' Costa Гігіше ").--СОСЕв, 
Birds Northwest, 1874, 390 (geog. distr.; references).—Batrp, BREWER, апа 
RipcwvAv, Hist. N. Am. Birds, ІП, 1875, 389. pl. 58, fig. 6 (descr., references, 
general account).—Scumipt, Proc. Zoól. Soc. London, 1880, 314 (duration of 
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life). —SaLvin, Cat. Strickland Coll., 1882, 547, part (North America).— Conv, 
List Birds W. Indies, 1885, 24 (West Indies).— TRISTRAM, Cat. Coll. Birds, 1889. 
30. part ("West India'').—SaALvADOR1, Cat. Birds Brit. Mus., ХХІ, 1893, 473 
(descr.; syn.; geog. distr.; crit.).—SCcLATER, List Vert. Animals in Gardens Zoól. 
Soc. London,,ed. 9, 1896, 465 ('" America" ).—OATES, Cat. Birds’ Eggs Brit. 
Mus., I, 1901, ror (descr. eggs). —SALVIN and Сормам, Biol. Centr.-Am., Aves, 
III, 1902, 250 (syn.; geog. distr.; crit.).—LoweE, Ibis, 1907, 115, in text (crit.). 
—Lowe, Bull. Brit. Orn. Club, XXI, 1908, 110, in text (crit.). 

Chamaépeleia passerina REICHENBACH, Avium Syst. Nat., 1850, xxiv. 

Peristera passerina SCHLEGEL, Mus. Pays-Bas, Columba, IV, 1873, 135, рагі 
(“Antilles”). 

Chamaëpelia passerina ELLIOT, Stand. Nat. Hist., IV, 1885, 247, in text (southern 
North America, Mexico, and Central America to Brazil; habits}. 

Columbigallina passerina griseola (not of Spix) HELLMAYR, Abhand. K. Bayer. 
Akad. Wiss., II Kl., XXII, 1906, 697, part (“ Bogotá," Colombia). 


Specific characters.— Male: above, including scapulars, tertiaries, 
and upper tail-coverts, varying from plain drab gray to olive-brown; 
crown and nape more or less cinereous or plumbeous, usually enclosing 
a brown area; forehead, sides of head, and entire under parts some 
shade of vinaceous, palest on the throat and abdomen; feathers of the 
breast with dusky centers, and those of the breast and head all around 
with darker margins, giving a squamate appearance; inner wing- 
coverts and tertiaries marked on the outer webs with irregular spots of 
glossy metallic steel-blue or violet; wings rufous chestnut, the remiges 
more or less dusky brown or black at the tips and on the outer webs; 
under wing-coverts rufous chestnut; tail black, the base more or less 
grayish, the two middle rectrices resembling the back, and the outer- 
most rectrices externally edged with white toward the tips. 

Female: resembles the male in general, but is duller and browner, 
without the vinaceous color (normally) on the head and underneath, 

5 Је is true that Hernandez (sometimes given as “ Fernandez”) in 1628 gave ап 
extended account of the “ Cocotzin” of Mexico, which was copied almost verbatim 


by Nieremberg in 1635, the latter author's bird being identified by Willughby with 
his own “Turtur barbadensis minimus" or ‘‘Least Barbados Turtle." А careful 
reading of Hernandez's description, however, leaves the exact application of his 
name very uncertain indeed, despite the circumstantial nature of his account. 
Aloreover, Willughby himself seems to have copied from Nieremberg, but the 
recognizable figure which he gives, together with the definite locality quoted, puts 
his account on a somewhat better basis. 

(It is, however, proper to add that the writer has not been ableto consult the 1628 
edition of Hernandez in this connection, the description in question being from the 
1651 edition of his Historie Animalium, page 24. Compare Coues, Birds of the 


Colorado Valley, Bibliographical Appendix, 1878, 570.) 
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these parts being colored much like the upper surface, while the throat, 
abdomen, and under tail-coverts generally have more white. 

Iistory.—' This species came under the notice of naturalists very 
early, being first mentioned, so far as I am able to discover, by 
du Tertre in 1654, under the name “Ortolan.” This was with 
reference to the bird of Martinique, and practically all of the earliest 
notices we have pertain to various other West Indian localities. 
It was reported by Catesby from South Carolina in 1731, and by 
Bancroft from Guiana in 1769. Linnzus, in describing the species 
under the name Columba passerina іп 1758, based his account on 
Sloane, Catesby, Ray, Willughby, and Marcgrave. The “Рісш- 
pinima” of the latter author, however, is clearly a Scardafella, and 
as the Ray references (with one exception) are also based exclusively 
on Marcgrave's bird Linnaeus’ species must be taken from Sloane, 
Catesby, апа Willughby, the respective localities represented being 
Jamaica, South Carolina, and Barbados. Ав will be shown beyond, 
South Carolina must be taken as the type locality, Linnaeus merely 
gives “America inter tropicos." 

Тһе species figures extensively in the ornithological literature of 
the next hundred years, being noticed by almost every author and 
compiler who had occasion to deal with the neotropical avifauna. 
Spix described the form from Brazil in 1825 under the name Columbina 
griseola, not identifying it with the Linn:ean species, and his specific 
name is the earliest proposed for any of the races (excepting, of 
course, true passerina). Not until 1854, with the publication of 
Bonaparte's Conspectus Дери, was it recognized that the species 
was an aggregation of geographical races, but as trinomials were 
then not in vogue, Bonaparte described three additional forms as 
full species, pointing out their distinctive characters. Since Bona- 
parte wrote his review of this genus, and more especially since tri- 
nomials have come into common use, one form after another has 
been described, until no less than twenty-two names are now on the 
list of claimants for recognition as subspecies. Some of these are 
"omina uda, others are indeterminable, and still others are ac- 
companied by descriptions which make comparisons of the new 
forms with others to which they are not at all closely related—a most 
misleading feature, naturally productive of much misapprehension 
and confusion. Again, some type specimens are actually not typical. 
being extremes, intergrades, or immature birds of the forms to which 

в [See page 520.] 
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they belong. То those authors who may find their names reduced to 
synonymy these considerations are respectfully commended. 

Geographic varialion.—This mainly affects the size, general intensity 
and shade of coloration of the upper and under parts and wing- 
coverts, the extent of the plumbeous or cinereous area on the crown 
and nape, and the color of the bill. Ав shown by the table of measure- 
ments on page 592, the average sexual difference in size is very little. 
The three forms from continental North America, C. p. passerina: 
C. p. pallescens, and C. p. neglecta, are the largest, while the form from 
the interior of Colombia, C. p. parvula, is remarkably small, the 
remaining forms being intermediate in this respect. Тһе exact shade 
of color varies greatly, as may be seen by comparing two such forms 
as C. p. socorroénsis and C. p. exigua. Two forms, C. p. albivitta and 
C. p. antillurum, have a peculiar lavender gray cast to the plumage, 
occasionally obvious also in C. p. quitensis and C. p. aflavida. There 
is a tendency in some of the South American forms towards the 
expansion of the brownish area of the crown and nape, the grayish color 
becoming obsolete. 

It is the matter of the color of the base of the bill in life, however, 
that has perhaps given the most trouble, owing of course to want of 
exact information in many cases. No doubt the color varies some- 
what with age, as in other species, but after allowing for this there 
would seem to be four types of coloration occurring, each fairly 
constant for adult birds of the respective species involved. Іп 
C. p. passerina, C. p. albivitta, and C. p. jamaicensis, for example, 
the basal half or two-thirds of the bill is yellow or orange yellow in 
life, this color fading to dull yellowish in the dry skin, but leaving the 
bill conspicuously bicolor in appearance. In C. p. pallescens, C. p. 
neglecta, C. p. quitensis, and C. p. trochila the base of the bill is more 
or less crimson, which becomes dusky brownish upon drying, giving 
a much more uniform effect. С. p. antillarum is said to have the 
base of the bill clear olive or olive-brown in life, while in C. p. baha- 
mensis it is almost wholly black. We are greatly indebted to Dr. 
Percy R. Lowe for our present knowledge along this line, especially 
as regards the various Antillean forms, which otherwise would be 
much more difficult to discriminate. 'As Dr. Lowe points out, even 
if no other distinctive characters were available, there can be no 
justification for “lumping” such forms under one name, as Count 
Salvadori has done. 
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Phylogeny.—Even in the case of insular forms intergradation with 
the races occupying adjacent areas is more or less evident, and in the 
few instances noted beyond, where this is apparently not the case, it 
is probable that further explorations will bring to light such inter- 
mediate examples. We are justified, therefore, in attributing to 
C. passerina a practically continuous and very extensive distribution, 
stretching from Peru and Brazil northward through Central America 
and Mexico to southern Texas and Arizona, and through the Antillean 
chain to the southeastern United States. Being a bird of the open 
country, there are of course wide forest areas from which it has not 
been reported, but otherwise the only bar to its spread would seem 
to be the higher mountain ranges. We may thus account for the wide 
dispersion of the Brazilian form, C. p. griseola, as well as for the fact 
that there are no less than three distinct races in the Andean region 
of Colombia, corresponding to three separate physiographic areas. 
Тһе species as a whole is undoubtedlv of South American origin, but 
which of the existing races is nearest the primitive form 1s a question. 

Were the various races dependent upon a single set of characters for 
their definition, the tracing of their genetic relationship would possibly 
be simple enough, but the matter is vastly complicated when varying 
combinations of several different characters, not correlated with each 
other, are involved. То illustrate: take the case of three forms which 
agree in having the base of the bill yellow or orange-yellow—C. p. 
passerina, C. p. jamaicensis, and C. p. albivitta. This agreement сап 
scarcelv be considered indicative of close affinity in view of the present 
distribution of these forms, which are isolated not only by wide water 
areas, but also by the interposition of certain other forms quite 
different in respect to the character in question. Again, the insular 
race C. р. socorroénsts finds its nearest relative, so far as color alone is 
concerned, in a form from the interior of Colombia, C. p. parvula. 
Aside from this, perhaps the most curious case 1s that of C. p. exigua, 
a form which has developed on a small island between Porto Rico 
and Haiti, but differs decidedly from the bird of either island, while 
at the same time being exactly like the bird of Great Inagua in the 
Bahama group. This of course may be a case of the re-duplication of 
characters under similar conditions of environment. 

Enough has been said to show the difficulty of arriving at any 
positive conclusions on this point. Тһе writer's own views, so far as 
they can be expressed in a linear sequence of names, are represented 
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in the key on page 516, where a geographical arrangement has been 
attempted, based on the assumption that C. p. griseola is the central 
form of the species, which spread northward through Central America 
on the one hand and the Antilles on the other. Inasmuch as con- 
tiguous forms usually have certain characters in common, such an 
arrangement is by no means an unnatural one. Ав a matter of 
convenience, as well as because it is the earliest named and best 
known form, C. p. passerina will be first taken up, and its characters 
and variations studied in some detail as a basis for comparison. 


Chemepelia passerina passerina (Linnaus). 


" 


“Turtur minimus guttatus” Catessy, The Natural History of Carolina, etc., I, 
1731, 26, pl. 26 ([South] Carolina). 

Columba passerina LINNEUS, Syst. Nat., ed. то, 1, 1758, 165, part (ex Catesby; diag.); 
ed. 32, I, 1766, 285, part (reprint orig. descr.).—Forster, Cat. Animals N. Am., 
1771, 11.—GMELIN, Syst. Nat., I, ii, 1789, 787, part (diag.; references). LATHAM, 
Ind. Orn., II, 1790, 611, part (diag.; syn.).—BARTRAM, Travels, 1701, 290 (Саго- 
lina and Florida).— BARTON, Fragments Nat. Hist. Pa., 1799, vi (near Phila- 
delphia, Pa., accidental).— WILSON, Am. Orn., VI, 1812, 15, part, pl. 46, figs. 2-3 
(North and South Carolina; Georgia; Florida; sea islands of Carolina and 
Georgia; upper parts of Cape Fear River; syn.; descr.; habits)—Orp, in Guthrie’s 
Geography, Am. ed. 2, 1815, 317, (340), part (North and South Carolina; 
Georgia; Louisiana; Florida; habits).— VrEILLOT, Nouv. Dict. d'Hist. Nat., 
XXVI, 1818, 401, part (Florida; Georgia; South Carolina).— ViEgiLLOoT, Gal. 
Oiseaux, І, 1825, 333, part, pl. 196 (United States, from Carolina southward). 
— BONAPARTE, Journ. Acad. Nat. Sci. Philadelphia, IV, 1825, 265 (southern 
United States; crit.).—DESMAREST, Dict. Sci. Nat., XL, 1826, 308, part (part 
of American continent).—WAGLER, Syst. Avium, 1827, [260], Columba, sp. 88, 
part (United States; descr.; syn.).—BONAPARTE, Ann. Lyc. Nat. Hist. N. Y., 
II, 1828, 120, part (southern United States; diag.).—WiLsoN and BONAPARTE, 
Am. Orn., Jameson ed., II, 1831, 304 (geog. distr.; syn.; descr.; habits).—NuT- 
TALL, Manual Orn., I, 1832, 635 (from Virginia southward; habits)—AUDUBON, 
Orn. Biog., II, 1834, 471, pl. 182 (lower parts of Louisiana to Cape Hatteras: 
sea islands of Georgia; coast of east Florida; St. Augustine, Florida; Charleston, 
South Carolina; Sandy I., south of Cape Sable, Florida; descr.; habits); У, 1830» 
558 ("rarely met with to the westward of the mouths of the Mississippi ").— 
AUDUBON, Syn. Birds N. Am., 1830. 192 (Florida; Florida Keys; “Louisiana to 
North Carolina, including Alabama and Georgia"; дезсг.).--Асъсвох, Birds 
Am., V, 1842, 19, pl. 283 (reprint of matter in Orn. Biog., aztea).—DENNY, 
Proc. 2001. Soc. London, 1847, 38, part (United States, іп geog. distr.).—GER- 
HARDT, Naumannia, 1854, 193 (Florida); 1855, 383 (Georgia). 

“Ground Turtle" LATHAM, Gen. Syn. Birds, II, ii, 1783, 659, part (Carolina). 

" Ground Pigeon" PENNANT, Arctic Zoólogy, II, 1785, 328, part (Carolina). 

Goura passerina STEPHENS, Shaw’s Gen. Zoól., XI, i, 1819, 133 (descr.; references; 
occasional in Carolina and the southern parts of Pennsylvania); XIV, i, 1826, 206. 
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Chamepelia passerina BONAPARTE, Geog. and Comp. List, 1838, 41 (tsouchern 
parts" of America). 

Chama pelia. passerina TIEERMANN, Cat. Oól. Coll. Acad. Nat. Sci. Philadelphia, 
1853. 23 (Georgia). — BONAPARTE, Consp. Avium, II, 1854, 77, part (Florida; 
Georgia; Carolina; Louisiana).— BONAPARTE, Compt. Rend., XL, 1855, 20, 
21 (crit.), 220.—BURMEISTER, Syst. Ueber. Thiere Bras., Vögel, II, 1856, 296, 
footnote (North America; ех Bonaparte).— Bairp, Report Pacific R. R. Survey, 
ІХ, 1858, xliv, part (geog. distr.), боб, part (Washington, D. С. Liberty County, 
Georgia; Cape Florida, Indian Key, and Amelia 1., Florida; crit.; вұп.).-ХЕлу- 
TON, Ibis, 1859, 254, in text (crit.)—[Coves], in Philps’ Washington Described, 
186r, 27 (Washington, D. C., accidental).— TAYLOR, Ibis, 1862, 129 (Florida) — 
Coves, Proc. Boston Soc. Nat. Hist., XII, 1868, 121 (South Carolina, mainly 
coastwise).—STEARNS, Am. Nat., HI, 1869, 282, footnote (Fernandina, Florida). 
— TURNBULL, Birds E. Pa. and N. [., 1869, 43 (Camden, New Jersey, fide 
Krider).—Linnart, іп MOMBERT, An Authentic History of Lancaster Co., Pa., 
1869, 512 (Lancaster Со, Pennsylvania, one shot іп 1844).-СоорЕв, Orn. 
Calif., 1870, 516, part (Florida; habits; geog. distr.) —ALLEN, Bull. Mus. Comp. 
Zoól., П. 1871, 342 (east Florida), 393 (faunal range).—Coves, Birds North- 
west, 1874, 390, part (near Columbia, South Carolina; Washington, D. С.; syn.). 
--Влікр, BREWER, and RipGway, Hist. N. Am. Birds, HII, 1875, 389, part, pl. 58, 
fig. 6 (castern United States; references; descr.; crit.; life history).—]ocv, Field 
and Forest, II, 1877, 179 (District of Columbia, accidental).—]AsPER, Birds 
М. Аш., 1878, 122, 174, pl. 78, fig. 3; pl. 114, fig. 33 (habits, etc.). MAYNARD, 
Birds E. N. Am., 1870, 340 (South Carolina and Florida; descr.; habits).— 
Brown, Bull. Nuttall Orn. Club, IV, 1879, 12 (Montgomery, Alabama, fide 
Jackson).—EKmibER, Field Notes, 1870, 55 (Key West, Florida; New Jersey, 
November).—RipGway, Proc. С. S. Nat. Nus., ІН, 1880, 195, part (North. 
America).—RipGway, Bull. 21 U. S. Nat. Mus., 1881, 40, part (North America). 
—MAYNARD, Birds E. N. Am., 1881, 245 (sea islands of South Carolina to Key 
West, Florida; descr.; nesting; habits).—Covrs, Check List N. Am. Birds, 1882, 

2, part.—Coves and Ркехт5, Bull. 26 U. S. Nat. Mus., 1883, от (District of 
Columbia, one instance).— BairEevy, Bull. Nuttall Orn. Club, VIIL, 1883, 41 
(Georgia; nesting).—ATKINS, Оги. and 001., ІХ, 1884, 81 (Livingston Co., 
Michigan [error !!]).—Cov Es, Key N. Am. Birds, ed. 2, 1884, 569, part (“ At- 
lantic to Pacific”; descr.).—PEÉRRy, Young Oólogist, I, 1884, то, зо (Savannah, 
Goergia; nesting).—HassBROUCK, Orn. and ОСІ, X, 1885, 42, 79 (Palatka, 
Florida; habits).—DaviE, Egg Check List М. Am. Birds, 1885, 37 (descr. eggs). 
—DaviE, Nests and Eggs N. Am. Birds, ed. 2, 1886, 113 (nesting). —BROWNE,. 
Orn. and Обі., ХІ, 1886, 18 ((Orlando?], Florida).—Catrns, Orn. and Oól., 
XII, 1887, 6 (Buncombe Co., North Carolina, accidental).—NoR&1s, Orn. and 
OOL, ХІІ, 1887, 7 (Charleston, South Carolina; nesting; fide Wayne).—HoxiE, 
Orn. and Oól, XII, 1887, 94, 155 (Frogmore, South Carolina, nesting).— 
PERRY, Orn. and Oól. XII, 1887, 102 (Savannah, Georgia, nesting).—SALvA- 
poni, Cat. Birds Brit. Mus., ХХІ, 1893, 473. part (Beaulort Co., South Caro- 
lina; Tarpon Springs, St. Augustine, Titusville, and Cedar Keys, Florida; crit.). 
—Maynarp, Birds E. N. Am., 1895, 245 (sea-islands, South Carolina; Key West, 
Florida; descr.; habits)—Forses and Кошхеох, Bull. Liverpool Mus., II, 
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1900, 141, part (Florida).—OarEs, Cat. Birds' Eggs Brit. Mus., 1, 1901, тот, 
part (descr. eggs).—SaLvix and Сормам, Biol. Centr.-Am., Aves, III, 1902, 250, 
part (Florida; crit.).—NICOLL, Ibis, 1904, 500 (Charlotte Harbor, Florida). 

Chemepelia passerina (?) Gray, List Birds Brit. Mus., Columbae, 1856, 49, part 
(" North America" ).—(?) Gray, Hand-List Birds, 11, 1870, 239, part ( North 
America '').—(?) Воссавр, Cat. Avium, 1876, 34, part (“ North America”). 

Pyrgitoénas passerina REICHENBACH, Tauben, 1862, 13, part (general account, ex 
Audubon; excl. ref. Jamaica). 

СлатареПа passerina CovES and PRENTISS, Smiths. Report for 1861, 1862, 414 
(District of Columbia, accidental).—ELLtroT, Stand. Nat. Hist., IV, 1885, 247, 
in text, part (southern North America; habits).—M oRRISON, Oólogist, V, 1888, 
7 (Lake Helen, Florida; nesting). 

Chame peleia passerina Coves, Key N. Am. Birds, 1872, 227, part (descr.).—Covks, 
Check List N. Am. Birds, 1873, 75, part. —MERRIAM, Am. Nat., VIII, 1874, 80 
(St. John's River, Florida).—GRINNELL, Bull. Nutt. Orn. Club, III, 1878, 147 
(New Vork City, accidental). 

Chamee pelia passerina Firor, Familiar Science and Fancier's Journal, n. s, V, 
1878, 86 (Virginia, accidental; Georgia and Florida; descr.; habits). 

"Ground Dove” LANGILLE, Our Birds in their Haunts, 1884, 160 (habits).— 
J. S. H., Young Odlogist, I, 1884, 87 (Tampa, Florida; late nesting).—WortTH- 
INGTON, Young Oólogist, II, 1885, 5 (St. Helena 1., South Carolina).—HOXIE, 
Orn. and 091., X, 1885, 63 (sea islands, South Carolina; nesting).—BROWNE, 
Orn. and Об, ХІ, 1886, 75 (Orlando, Florida). —EptirOoR (А. A. Child), 
Young Ornithologist, I, 1886, 5 ([Savannah, Georgia], late nesting, fide Perry).— 
QUAINTANCE, Oó0logist, V, 1888, 5 (Archer, Florida; nesting).— W. Елот], 
Oólogist, VI, 1889, 133, and VII, 1890, 12 (Thonotosassa, Florida; nesting).— 
—BAKER, Orn. апа ОСІ, XIV, 1889, 140 (Brevard Co., Florida; food).— 
HoxiE, Orn. and Oól., XV, 1890, 107 (Kissimmee Prairie, Florida).—Ruoaps, 
Auk, ХИ, 1895, 79 (Tarpon Springs, Florida; late nesting).— WiLLIAMS, Nidi- 
ologist, Il, 1895, 126 (Tallahassee, Florida).—R1CcuMOND, in MAYNARD (Mrs. L. 
W.), Birds of Washington (D. C.), 1899, 183 (District of Columbia, accidental; 
two instances).—DANIEL, Wils. Bull., VIII, 1901, 29 (Lynchburg, Virginia).— 
Keck, Wils. Bull., X, 1903, 65 (Fruitland Park, Lake Co., Florida).—AtNs- 
WORTH, Bird-Lore, VI, 1904, 14 (Miami, Florida).—EaRrE. Bird-Lore, IX, 
1007: 27; Nl TOO 28 NII 1010, 50: АП) тома МГУ, тото за Vd 
1913, 34 (Palma Sola, Florida),—CookE, Proc. Biol. Soc. Wash., XXI, 1908, 116 
(District of Columbia, two instances).—Eck, Bird-Lore, X, 1908, 33 (Mel- 
rose, Florida).—FrsHER, Bird-Lore, X, 1908, 34 (Apalachicola, Florida).— 
BAYNARD, Oólogist, XXVI, 1909, 5 (Florida; nesting).—REap, Oólogist, X XVI, 
1909, 6 (Miami, Florida).—AixNswoRTH, Bird-Lore, X11, тото, 29; XIV, 1912, 
32, XV, 1913, 33 (Daytona Beach, Florida).—WVRooMAN апа LONGSTREET, 
Bird-Lore, ХПІ, тогі, 34; XIV. 1912, 32; XV, 1913, 33 (Coronado Beach, 
Florida) .—MiLLs, Bird-Lore, XIII, 1911, 34; XIV, 1912, 32 (Jacksonville, 
Florida).—Griscom, etc., Bird-Lore, XIV, 1912, 33 (near Tallahassee, Florida). 
—SnHiRas, Bird-Lore, ХІҮ, 1912, 19, pl. (Ormond, Florida).— M1TCHELL and 
Оѕвовме, Bird-Lore, XV, 1913, 33 (De Land, Florida).—PALMER, Bird-Lore, 
XV, 1913, 34 (Punta Rassa. Florida). 
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Columbigallina passerina AMERICAN ORNITHOLOGISTS’ UNION COMMITTEE, Check 
List N. Am. Birds, 1886, 181, part (southeastern United States) —LAURENT, 
Orn. and ОСІ., XII, 1887, 157 (Levy Co., Florida).—Ripcway, Man. М. Am. 
Birds, 1887, 215, part, 585, pl. 62, fig. 4 (diag.; geog. distr.).—CHAPMAN, Auk, V, 
1888, 270 (Gainesville, Кіогіда).-Виімі кү, Orn. апа 001, ХИВ, 1888, 187 
(Cairns' record).—Cory, Birds W. Indies, 1889, (217), 297, part (Florida and 
Georgia).—BAKER, Proc. Асай. Nat. Sci. Philadelphia, 1889, 268 (Micco, 
Fiorida;:food).—Davir, Nests and Eggs N. Am. Birds, ed. 3, 1880, 159, excl. 
geog. distr. part (nesting).—Scorr, Auk, VI, 1889, 246 (Gulf coast and Key 
West, Біогіда).-Іоврлх, Man. Vert. N. С. S., ed. 5, 1890, 254 (diag.; excl. 
extralimital distr.). —W. C. A[very], Am. Field, XXXIV, 1800, 584 (Hale Co., 
Alabama; “docs not breed here that I know’’),— MAYNARD, Eggs М. Am. Birds, 
1890, 54, excl. geog. distr. part (descr. eggs).— Rives, Proc. Newport Nat. Hist. 
Soc., Doc. VH, 1890, 59, in text (Washington, D. C., ex Coues and Prentiss). 
—BREWSTER and CHAPMAN, Auk, VIII, 1891, 137 (Suwance River, Florida). 
—RKuipGcway, Report U. S. Nat. Mus. for 1889, 1801, 358 (Broad Creek, Maryland, 
Oct. r4, 1888).— CriaMBERLAIN, Nuttal's Man. Orn., II, 1891, 13 (southern 
United States; Washington, D. C., occasional).—BENDIRE, Life Hist. М. Am. 
Birds, I, 1892, 148 (Savannah, Georgia; Florida; habits; excl. extralimital geog. 
distr.).—W'AYNE, Auk, ІХ, 1892, 72 (Mt. Pleasant and Sullivan's 1., South 
Carolina; late breeding).—Scott, Auk, ІХ, 1892, 212 (Caloosahatchie region, 
Florida).—Conv, Cat. W. Indian Birds, 1892, 139, part (Florida and Georgia; 
crit.).—IIARTERT, Ibis, 1893, 304, in text ("South-. Atlantic and Gulf States”; 
crit.).—SnuurELDT (P. M.), Auk, XVIII, 1901, 192 (Lynchburg, Virginia, 
Хоу. А, 1000). 

Chamaéfpelia purpurea MAYNARD, Am. Exchange and Mart, III, 1887, 33; reprint, 
69 (provisional name; no type designated) —CHAPMAN, Bull. Аш. Mus. 
Nat. Hist., IV, 1892, 293 (crit.). —PALMER, Osprey, V, 1901, 148, in text (reprint 
orig. descr.; crit.). 

Columbigallina passerina purpurea BERLEPSCH, Journ. f. Orn., XL, 1892, 97, foot- 
note (North America; crit.).—HIARTERT, Ibis, 1893, 304, in text (сги.).--Амев- 
ICAN ORNITHOLOGISTS' UNION COMMITTEE, Auk, XIN, 1902, 333 (crit.). 

Columbigallina passerina terrestris CHAPMAN, Bull. Am. Mus. Nat. Hist., IV, 1802, 
293 (eastern North America; orig. designation; no type specified).—HARTERT, 
Ibis, 1893, 304, in text (crit.).—STONE, Birds E. Pa. and N. J., 1894, 84 (Camden, 
New Jersey, ex Krider; Lancaster Co., Pennsylvania, ex Libhart).—-AMERICAN 
ORNITHOLOGISTS’ UNION COMMITTEE, Auk, XI, 1894, 47 (crit.).—CIAPMAN, 
Handbook Birds E. N. Am., 1805, 190 (descr.; habits).— AMERICAN ORNI- 
TiloLOGISTS' UNION Соммттке, Check List N. Am. Birds, ed. 2, 1895, 122 
(South Atlantic and Gulf States; excl. extralimital geog. distr.).— WAYNE, Auk, 
XII, 1895, 364 (Aucilla River, Florida)—Ruoaps, Proc. Асай. Nat. Sci. 
Philadelphia, 1895, 476 (Пагипап, Tennessee; Florida; District of Columbia; 
Locke, Michigan [ex Atkins, error!]; geog. distr.).—Cory, List Birds Florida, 
1806, 11(Florida).—CoRv, List Birds E. N. Am., 1890, 21 (Florida).—Faxon, 
Auk, XIII, 1896, 215 (Georgia?).—RipGway, Man. N. Ain. Birds, ed. 2, 1896, 
215, 591 (diag.; geog. distr.).—Scott, Bird Studies, 1898, 76 (descr.; habits).— 
— APGAR, Birds U. S., 1898, 217 (descr.; geog. distr.) —Davie, Nests and Eggs 
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М. Am. Birds, ed. 5, 1898, 180 (nesting).—Smitiuwick, Bull. 144 N. C. Agric. 
Exp. Sta., 1897, 209 (Cairns! record; Davidson Co., North Carolina, fide Wel- 
borne).—CoRv, Birds E. N. Am., II, 1899, 155 (diag.), 353 (southern United 
States; excl. extralimital geog. distr.).— BEYER, Proc. La. Soc. Naturalists for 
1807-90, 1900, 98 (Louisiana).—PALMER and RILEY, Proc. Biol. Soc. Wash., 
XV, 1902, 34, in text (Florida; crit.).—AMERICAN ORNITHOLOGISTS’ UNION 
COMMITTEE, Auk, XIX, 1902, 333 (crit.); ХХ, 1903, 360 (crit.).—CourEs, Key 
N. Am. Birds, ed. 5, II, 1903, 716, fig. 485 (descr.; excl. extralimital geog. distr.). 
—CHaPMAN, Color Key М. Am. Birds, 1903, 126, 268 (diag.).—MoonE, Апп. 
Report N. J. State Mus. for 1903, 1904, 78 (New Jersey, accidental straggler).— 
REED, N. Am. Birds’ Eggs, 1904, 150 (nesting).— WILLIAMS, Auk, XXI, 1904, 
453 (Leon Co., Florida).—OBERHOLSER, Mammals and Summer Birds of Western 
N. C., 1905, 4 (western North Carolina).—OBERHOLSER, Notes on the Mammals 
and Summer Birds of Western N. C., 1905, 13 (Buncombe Co., North Carolina, 
ex Cairns; Davidson Co.).—CHAPMAN, Am. Mus. Journ., УІ, 1906, 151 (New 
York City, ex Griunell).—FowLER, Auk, XXIII, 1906, 399 (Key West, Boca 
"Grande Key, Marquesas Keys, Big Pine Key, Vaca Key, and Summerland Key, 
Florida; habits).—BEYER, ALLISON, апа KOPMAN, Auk, XXV, 1908, 440 (Lou- 
іѕіапа, rare).—EATON, Birds New York, 1910, 389 (New York City, two records, 
fide Grinnell).—Forsusu, Hist. Game Birds, Wild-Fowl and Shorebirds of 
Mass., ctc., 1912, 396 (Grinnell's New York record). 

* Columbigallina purpurea Maynard" AMERICAN ORNITHOLOGISTS' UNION COM- 
MITTEE, Auk, X, 1893, 62 (crit.).—PALMER, Osprey, V, 1901, 148 (Kissimmee 
Valley, Florida; habits; crit.). 

Chame pelia terrestris SHARPE, Hand-List Birds, I, 1899, 81 (southeastern United 
States).—SaALviN and GopMaN, Biol. Centr.-Am., Aves, III, 1902, 251, in text 
(Florida; crit.).—L owE, Ibis, 1007. 114, 116, 117, in text (crit.); 1008, 110 
(Charlotte Harbor, Florida, crit.). 

‘Columbigallina passerina var. purpurea DuBois, Syn. Ауішп, II, 1902, 763 (south- 
eastern United States). 

Chamepelia passerina terrestris AMERICAN ORNITHOLOGISTS’ UNION COMMITTEE, 
Auk, XXVI, 1909, 297 (crit.). —SToNE, Ann. Report N. J. State Mus. for 1908, 
1909, 155 (New Jersey, ex Krider) —KNOWLTON, Birds of the World, 1909, 432, 
іп text (South Atlantic States; habits) —Puitipp, Auk, XXVII, 1910, 317 (St. 
James I., South Carolina) AMERICAN ORNITHOLOGISTS’ UNION COMMITTEE, 
Check List N. Am. Birds, ed. 3, тото, 150 (geog. distr.).—W'AYNE, Contribution 
Charleston Mus., I, тото, 66 (South Carolina; habits).—PHELps, Wils. Bull. 
XXIV, 1912, 122 (Caloosahatchee River, Florida).—Barrows, Michigan Bird 
Life, 1912, 746 (no valid Michigan гесога).--СнНарМАХ, Handbook Birds E. N. 
Am., 1012, 285 (descr.; range; habits; San Mateo, Florida). 


Description —Adult male: above, including scapulars and tertiaries, 
plain grayish brown or rather dark hair-brown, with rump and upper 
tail-coverts usually more decidedly gravish (mouse-gray); crown 
(from a line even with the eyes), occiput, and nape plumbeous, 
enclosing a dull brownish area of greater or less extent, and each 
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feather margined with dusky; forehead, sides of head and neck, and 
entire under parts dull pinkish vinaceous, palest on the throat and 
the sides of the head, becoming duller, more whitish, on the middle 
of the abdomen, and passing into dusky on the under tail-coverts, 
which are usually edged with whitish or vinaceous white; feathers of 
the breast with partially concealed dusky centers, and those of the 
head and neck all around with obscure darker margins, giving a 
decidedly squamate etfect; wing-coverts pale gray, more or less 
strongly shaded with pinkish vinaceous (the inner ones usually 
entirely of this color), marked on the outer webs with irregular glossy 
spots of dark metallic violet, which sometimes are arranged to form 
one or more bars across the coverts; tertiaries also with one or two 
violet spots on the outer webs; alula black; primary-coverts black 
with rufous chestnut centers; primaries rufous chestnut, the tips and 
outer webs more or less extensively black or dusky brown; secondaries 
dusky on the outer webs and rufous chestnut on the inner, in gradually 
decreasing amount; axillaries and under wing-coverts rufous chestnut; 
middle rectrices dark grayish brown, this color decreasing in amount 
on the lateral rectrices, which are black with dusky tips, the two 
outermost with the tips and distal portion of the outer webs narrowly 
white; feet flesh-colored; iris orange red; bill ‘‘pale red, inclining to 
orange, dusky at the пр” (Audubon), "dark greenish horn-color at 
tip, bright orange along commissure, paler and more yellowish orange 
about the nostrils” (Worthington). 

Female similar, but lacking (normally) all trace of vinaceous: above 
plain grayish brown, duller and browner than in the male; crown, 
occiput, and nape dull olive-gray, with a central brownish area; 
forehead similar but usually much paler; below, including sides of 
head and neck, light brownish gray, fading into whitish on the throat, 
chin, and middle of the abdomen; head and neck all around, and the 
breast, squamate as in the male; under tail-coverts grayish dusky with 
prominent grayish white tips and margins; wings as in the male, but 
brown margins and tips of remiges more extensive; wing-coverts pale 
gray, and spots on inner coverts and tertiaries usually more bronzy 
in lustre; tail as in the male, and colors of soft parts similar but duller. 

Age variation.—The youngest male examined is one from Amelia 
Island, Florida, October 4, 1906 (No. r7,062, Bishop Collection). 
In this bird the general coloration resembles that of the female, but 
all the feathers of the upper parts, including those of the wing-coverts 
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and tertiaries, but excepting those of the crown and nape, are narrowly 
tipped with whitish. Тһе middle coverts have a narrow median 
streak of rusty, while the greater ones are edged with the same. 
Below the color is as in the adult female, but the squamation of the 
breast is obsolescent, Тһе tail is not fully grown, and the feathers of 
the chin, forehead, and tibize are just sprouting. Тһе wing-spots are 
indicated on the coverts and tertiaries, but are almost entirely devoid 
of metallic lustre. 

Another bird from the same locality (No. 17,061, Bishop Collection), 
although taken earlier in the season, seems to indicate that the first 
winter plumage is acquired by a postjuvenal moult which apparently 
involves the wing-coverts and body-plumage alone. Unfortunately 
there are no other specimens available showing this moult, while 
examples from Danfuskie Island, South Carolina (No. 23,703, Col- 
lection Carnegie Museum) and Broro Neck, Georgia (No. 13,907, 
Bishop Collection), taken as late as November 25 and December 5 
respectively, are still practically in juvenal dress. Ав this species is 
known to breed in almost every month of the year, however, the 
time of moulting is evidently not arbitrarily circumscribed. More- 
over, it is quite possible that in some cases there is a limited prenuptial 
moult, involving the feathers of the head and throat, in early spring. 
Such at least is indicated by certain specimens from Dummitt's and 
Miami, Florida (Nos. 10,553, 10,555, and 14,116, Collection Museum 
Comparative Zoólogy), taken between February 7 and 26, which 
individuals are doubtless immature, judging from their light-tipped 
greater wing-coverts. At any rate, it is by such a change that the 
young male becomes indistinguishable from the adult, except some» 
times by the rather duller and fewer metallic wing-spots. Probably 
the birds with the most and brightest spots are the oldest. 

A young female (No. 133,134, Collection U. 5. National Museum, 
Anastasia Island, Florida, May 15, 1894), closely resembles the young 
male first described, but is rather duller and browner below. А 
female in first nuptial plumage (No. 4,186, Collection Museum 
Comparative Zodlogy, Indian River, Florida, April 20) is quite 
uniform above, including the crown, and duller and browner than in 
fully adult birds, with conspicuous white edgings to the wing-coverts, 
which have apparently been retained from the juvenal plumage. 

Seasonal variation.—No differences are observable in adult males 
taken in December, January, and May. A November specimen is 
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somewhat grayer above. Unfortunately midsummer birds are not 
available, but would probably show some slight fading. Females 
likewise show no variation according to season. 

Geographic variation.—This form seems remarkably constant 
throughout its range. Т can discover no differences between birds 
from the Florida Keys on the one hand and those from the Suwanee 
River and Georgia and South Carolina on the other, when specimens 
of the same age and sex are compared. It would naturally be 
expected that Louisiana birds would show variation in the direction 
of C. p. pallescens, but all efforts to secure authentic specimens from 
that State having failed, this question must be left in abeyance. 

Individual variation —This is evident in several respects. Тһе 
amount of metallic spotting on the wings is perhaps the most variable 
character, although, as before intimated, it is possible that this is to 
some extent at least dependent upon age. The amount of dusky 
brown color on the wings, and especially on the outer primaries and 
their coverts, is another variable character. Many individuals have 
the outer webs of the primaries extensively rufous chestnut at the 
base, showing prominently in the closed wing, while in others this 
color is scarcely or not apparent, the outer webs being more exten- 
sively dusky brown. The under tail-coverts іп both sexes, but more 
particularly in the male, are subject to much variation as regards the 
amount of paler tipping. Making due allowance for the greasy and 
more or less discolored condition of many of the specimens, the 
variation in color of the under parts is remarkably small in adult males, 
the extremes being represented respectively by No. 2,393, Bishop 
Collection (“ Peninsular Florida," February 20, 1889), which is fully 
as dark below as C. p. socorroénsis, and No. 14,878, Bishop Collection 
(Amelia Island, Florida, November 21, 1905), which compares 
favorably with C, p. pallescens. The vast majority of specimens, 
however, fall midway between these two extremes. There is decidedly 
more variation in the color of the upper parts, numerous examples 
being practically indistinguishable from C. p. pallescens in this respect. 
The patch of brownish feathers on the occiput, usually well marked, 
is occasionally merely indicated, the whole crown and nape being 
practically “solid” plumbeous gray. 

Females vary much as do males in general intensity of color, some 
being quite light, others much darker. Some females (if correctly 
sexed) assume a decidedly vinaceous tinge beneath, as in the other 
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sex; this is probably due to exceptional vigor and development. 
Several specimens also show an extension of the rufous chestnut of 
the axillaries, ordinarily concealed by the closed wing, over the 
flanks and sides of the abdomen. 

Measurements ——Male: wing, 84-89 (average, 86); tail, 59-65 (62); 
exposed culmen, 11-12 (11.5); tarsus, 15-17 (16). Female: wing, 
85-58 (86.5); tail, 55-63 (бо); exposed culmen, 11.5-12 (11.7); tarsus, 
15-17.5 (15.8). 

Range.—PVeninsula of Florida, north regularly (chiefly coastwise) 
to Charleston, South Carolina, occasionally to North Carolina and 
westward to Louisiana; accidental in Virginia, Tennessee, Maryland, 
Pennsylvania, New Jersey, and New York. 

Remarks.—The earliest reference pertaining to this form appears 
to be that of Catesby (1731), whose description and figure formed part 
of the basis of Linnzus’ name Columba passerina, the specific desig- 
nation having probably been suggested by the upturned tail and 
sparrow-like pose of the bird in Catesby’s plate. This author seems 
to have remained for many years the chief source of information 
concerning the Ground Dove of this region, as later writers based 
their accounts on his, sometimes without giving due credit. Wilson 
was the next author to give an extended notice of the bird, and 
Audubon’s account, published in 1834, still remains the best we have, 
although since then numerous additional facts have been put on 
record concerning its nesting and distribution. 

It was not until 1887, however, that Mr. Charles J. Maynard 
pointed out the differences between the bird of eastern North America 
and that of the Bahamas, but being uncertain to which of these 
Linneus’ term passerina should apply, he proposed the provisional 
name Chamepelia purpurea for the “larger continental Dove.” 
This name, published in an obscure trade journal, was critically 
discussed in 1892 by Mr. Frank M. Chapman, who considered it 
“unavailable from [on] either logical or zoólogical grounds," Mr. 
Maynard's "remarks being so vaguely worded as to be capable of 
several interpretations." Having indicated the differences between 
the bird of Jamaica (which he accepted as the type locality of Columba 
passerina Linnzus) and that of eastern North America, Mr. Chapman 
accordingly proposed to call the latter by the subspecific name fer- 
restris, but like Mr. Maynard he failed to designate a type. This 
name was presently accepted by the American Ornithologists' Union 
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Nomenclature Committee, and has been in current use ever since. 
As late as 1901, however, Mr. William Palmer took exception to this 
ruling, and pointed out that should Mr. Maynard designate a type 
his name would in any case have precedence. Meanwhile, however, 
Mr. Maynard had become convinced that the name passerina had been 
taken primarily from Catesby, so he proceeded to give the Jamaican 
bird a new name. 

А few months before Mr. Chapman's article was published Count 
Hans von Berlepsch also decided that Jamaica must be considered as 
the tvpe locality of Columba passerina, mainly on the ground that 
Sloane is the first citation given by Linneus, and he therefore accepted 
Maynard's name purpurea for the large North American form. 
Subsequently both Count von Berlepsch and Dr. Ernst Hartert have 
explicitly given Jamaica as the type locality of passerina. Both 
these and other authors have evidently entirely overlooked Вопа- 
parte's remarks bearing on this point, published in 1855. Іп his 
review of this genus he states as follows: 

“Quoi qu'il en soit, je laisse exclusivement ce nom de Ch. passerina, 
Sw. ex L., à l'espéce de l'Amérique septentrionale figurée par Catesby, 
Buffon, Wilson et Audubon; et je donne les noms de Ch. granatina 
Bp., Ch. albivitta Bp., et Ch. trochila Bp., à trois espéces nouvelles qui 
ont, comme le vraie passerina, la gorge ondulée de couleur obscure." 

Inasmuch as Linnzus' diagnosis applies equally well to both the 
Jamaican and the eastern North American forms, Bonaparte was 
entirely within his rights in thus restricting the application of the name 
passerina, and as his meaning is perfectly clear and explicit, and his 
action in this regard anticipates by many years that of Maynard, 
Berlepsch, and Chapman, it will be necessary to adopt the name 
passerina as the subspecific appellation of the form from eastern 
North America, accepting South Carolina (ex Catesby) as the type 
locality. Thus any further controversy over the status of the name 
purpurea is happily avoided, and passerina is conserved for the best 
known form. 

The Ground Dove is most abundant in peninsular Florida, but 
extends northward regularly at least as far as Charleston, South 
Carolina. It is resident throughout the year, but in the northern 
part of its range is said to be partially migratory. Audubon says 
that it is a bird of the maritime lowlands, scarcely to be found more 
than one hundred miles from the coast. Не records it from Louisiana, 
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where, however, it must be very rare, for, although included in the 
latest list of birds from that State, repeated inquiry has failed to 
elicit a single authentic specimen. lt is therefore very doubtful 
whether the range of C. p. passerina is regularly continuous with that 
of C. p. pallescens. Indeed, it appears to be a rare bird all along the 
Gulf coast, until the region of the Suwanee River in northern Florida 
is reached. It has been recorded as a casual or accidental visitor 
from the mountain region of western North Carolina and eastern 
Tennessee, and from south-central Virginia, while there are two 
records from the vicinity of Washington, D. C., New York City, and 
southeastern Pennsylvania, and one from western New Jersey. The 
Michigan record by Dr. Н. А. Atkins proves to have been erroneous, 
according to Prof. Walter B. Barrows. 


Chamepelia passerina pallescens Daird. 


(2) " Топоге” GEMELLI CARER], Giro del Mondo, VI, 1719, 7 (Acapulco, Mexico). 

(?) " Tourterelle" GEMELLI CARERI, Voyage du tour du Monde, VI, 1727, 12 
(Acapulco, Mexico). 

Columba pusilla (not of Lichtenstein, 1816, 1818, or 1819) LICHTENSTEIN, Preis.- 
Verz. Mex. Vögel, 1830, 3 (Mexico; nomen nudum)—BONAPARTE, Compt. 
Rend., XLIII, 1856, 945 (crit.).—CanBaNrs, Journ. f. Orn., XI, 1863, 58 (reprint 
original reference). 5 

Columba passerina (not of Ііппаецѕ) ROEMER, Texas (title), 1849, 461 (New 
Braunfels, Texas).—STEPHENS, Incidents of Travel in Yucatan, 1868, 475 
(Yucatan). 

Chamepelia passerina MCCALL, Proc. Acad. Nat. Sci. Philadelphia, 1851, 220 
(Rio Grande, between Matamoros and Camargo, Tamaulipas).—BONAPARTE, 
Consp. Avium, И, 1854, 77, part (Mazatlan, Mexico; descr.).— BONAPARTE, 
Compt. Rend., XLIII, 1856, 945 (crit.).—SCLATER, Proc. #001, Soc. London, 
1857, 205 (San Andres Tuxtla, Vera Cruz).— Ba1Rp, Report Pacific R. R. Survey, 
IX, 1858, 606, part (Matamoros and Tamaulipas, Mexico; La Paz, Lower 
California; crit.).—ScLATER, Proc. Zoól. Soc. London, 1859, 369 (Jalapa, Vera 
Cruz), 301 (Оахаса).--5снотт, Report Lieut. Michler's Exp. to Isthmus of 
Darien, 1861, 247, in text, part (Lower Bravo del Norte [Rio Grande] and off 
Lower California).—M ÜLLER, Reisen in Mexico, 1865, 580 (Mexico).— DRESSER, 
Ibis, 1865, 313, in text (Matamoros, Mexico); 1866, 24 (Matamoros, Mexico; 
Fort Brown and San Antonio, Texas).—Couks, Proc. Acad. Nat. Sci. Philadel- 
phia, 1866, 93 (Fort Yuma, Arizona; La Paz, Lower California; crit.).— COOPER, 
Orn. Calif., 1870, 516, part (Fort Yuma and Fort Mojave, Arizona).—SCLATER 
and SALVIN, Nom. Avium Neotrop. 1873, 133, part (Mexico).—Couxs, Am. 
Nat., VII, 1873, 323 (Tucson, Arizona, late nesting).—CovEs, Birds Northwest, 
1874, 390, part (southern Arizona; southern California; Cape St. [= San] Lucas, 
Lower California; геГегепсев).--Влікр, BREWER, and RipGway, Hist. N. Am. 
Birds, III, 1875, 389, part (Monterey, California; western United States and 
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Mexican references; crit.), 522 (San Ггапсізсо and San Gabriel, California, fide 
Cooper).—HENsHAW, Report Expl. W. rooth Meridian, V, 1875, 433 (Camp 
Lowell. Arizona; southwestern United States references; habits).—1 ENSIA, 
Report Sec. War, II, ii, 1875, 1084 (Camp Lowell, Arizona).—SANcCHEZ, Ап, 
Mus. Nac. Mexico, 1, 1878, 105 (Matamoros, Tamaulipas; Yucatan).—M ER- 
RILL, Proc. U. S. Nat. Mus., I, 1878, 158 (Ft. Brown, Texas; nesting).—SENNETT, 
Bull. С. S. Geol. and Geog. Survey Terr., IV, 1878, 48 (Brownsville and Hidalgo, 
Texas; descr. eggs); V, 1879, 424 (Lomita, Tcexas).—RipcwaAYv, Proc. U. S. Nat. 
Mus., ІП, 1880, 195, part (North America).—RibGwav, Bull. 21 U. 5. Nat. 
Mus., 1881, 40, part (North America).— HorrMAN, Bull. U. S. Geol. and Geog. 
Survey Terr., VI, 1881, 245 (Nevada?, ex Cooper).—IHoLTERIIOrFF, Am. Nat., 
XV, 188r, 216 (Tucson, Arizona; ncsting).—SvMICHRAST, Naturaleza, V, 1881, 
231 (Mexico).—Covrs, Check List N. Am. Birds, 1882, 92, part.—N EHRLING, 
Bull. Nutt. Orn. Club, VII, 1882, 175 (Houston, Texas).— BREWSTER, Bull. Nutt. 
Orn. Club, VIII, 1883, 32 (Tucson, Arizona; crit.).—BELDING, Proc. U. S. Nat. 
Mus., VI. 1883, 344 (Guaymas, Sonora).—CovEs, Key N. Am. Birds, ed. г, 
1884, 560. part (“Atlantic to Pacific'').—SrTEPHENS, Auk, II, 1885, 229 (Pedro- 
quito, Sonora).—IIEINE and REICUHENOW, Nom. Mus. Нсіп., Orn., 1886, 283, 
part (Mexico).—BENNERS, Orn. and 091., XII, 1887, бо (Laredo, Texas).— 
Rovirosa, Naturaleza, VII, 1887, 380 (Rio Macuspana, Tabasco; syn.).— 
SALVIN, Ibis, 1880, 377 (Holbox 1., Mugeres I., and Cozumel H., Yucatan); 
1890, 89 (same localities).—SarLvaponr, Cat. Birds Brit. Mus., XXI, 1893, 473, 
part (Camp Lowell and Tucson, Arizona; Brownsville, Cameron Co., Hidalgo, 
and Corpus Christi, Texas; “ California"; San José del Cabo, La Paz, and Cape 
San Lucas, Lower California; Matamoros, Sonora, Santa Rosa, Monte Morelas, 
Пасіепаа de los Escobas, San Blas, Zapotlan, Chapala, Chilpancingo, Chietla, 
Tampico, Tamesi, Sota la Marina, Aldama, Sierra Madre above Ciudad Victoria, 
Epatlan, Chimalpa. Axotla, Coapa, Mexicalcingo, Ixtapalapa. Culhuacan, 
Coatepec, Vera Cruz, Jalapa, Tehuantepec, Salina Cruz, environs of Mexico, 
Mazatlan, Tres Marias Is., Mexico; Holbox I., Mugeres 1., Cozumel 1., and 
Peto, Yucatan; Orange Walk, British Honduras).—LAURENCIO, Mem. y Rev. 
Soc. Cient. “Айошо Alzate,” VII, 1894, 221 (Mexico).—HERRERA, Cat. Col. 
Aves Mus. Nac., 1895, 78 (Mexico).—RvsT, Katalog systematischen Vogel- 
sammlung des Provincial Museums in Hanover, 1897, 77, part (Mexico).— 
FORBES and Ковіхзох, Bull. Liverpool Mus., П, 1900, 141, part (Brownsville, 
Texas).—OatrEs, Cat. Birds’ Eggs Brit. Mus., 1, 1901, 101, part (Texas).— 
SarLviN and Сормах, Biol. Centr.-Am., Aves, II], 1902, 250, part (descr.; 
Mexican localities and references; crit.). 

Chamepelia passerina GRAY, List Birds Brit. Mus., Columba, 1856, 49, part 
(Mexico).—Lawrence, Bull. 4 U. S. Nat. Mus., 1876, 44 (Tehuantepec City, 
Mexico). 

Chama pelia var. pallescens Влівр, Proc. Acad. Nat. Sci. Philadelphia, 1859, 301 
(Cape St. [2 San] Lucas, Lower California). 

Chamapelia passerina var. pallescens BaA1RD, Proc. Acad. Nat. Sci. Philadelphia, 
1859, 305 (Cape St. [2 San] Lucas, Lower California; orig. descr.; type in 
collection С. S. National Museum, fide Richmond).—Cooprer, Orn. Calif., 
1870, 517. (Cape St. [= San] Lucas; deser.).—RipGway, Proc. U. S. Nat. Mus., 
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ПІ, 1880, 235 (ref. orig. descr.).— BREWwsTER, Bull. Nutt. Orn. Club, VIII, 
1883, 32, footnote (Tucson, Arizona; crit.). 

Pyrgitoénas passerina REICHENBACH, Tauben, 1862, 162, part (Mexican references). 

Chamaopclia passerina SCLATER, Proc. 2001. Soc. London, 1804, 178 (Mexico City, 
or "tierra caliente"). 

"Ground Dove” Cooper, Am. Nat., ІП, 1869, 481 (Fort Mojave, Arizona).— 
Cooper, Bull. Nutt. Orn. Club, Il, 1877, 95 (San Francisco, California).— 
FINLEY, Bird-Lore, ХІІ, тото, 262, pl. (Tucson, Arizona). 

Chame peleia passerina Соорек, Proc. California Acad. Sci., IV, 1870, 65 (Colorado 
Valley).—CovEs, Key М. Am. Birds, 1872, 227, part ("Atlantic to Pacific"). 
--Согев, Check List N. Am. Birds, 1873, 75. part (North America). 

Chame peleia passerina var. pallescens Cours, Key N. Am. Birds, 1872, 227, part 
(Cape St. [= San] Lucas, Lower California).—Cours, Check List М. Am. Birds, 
1873, 75, part (North America). 

Chame pelia pallescens LAWRENCE, Proc. Boston Soc. Nat. Hist., ХІУ, 1872, 275, 
part (Tres Marias Is., Mexico; Cape San Lucas, Lower California).—GRAYSON, 
Proc. Boston бос. Nat. Hist., ХІУ, 1872, 300, part (Tres Marias Is. and opposite 
mainland, Мехісо).--ЗахснЕ2, An. Mus. Nac. Mexico, 1, 1878, 105 (Mazatlan 
and Tres Marias Is., Mexico).—SmaRPE, Hand-List Birds, I, 1899, 81, part 
(Texas to Arizona; Lower California; Mexico).—SALviN апа GopMAN, Biol. 
Centr.-Am., Aves, ПІ, 1902, 252, in text (crit.) Lowe, Ibis, 1907, 114, IIS, 
116, 117, in text (Mexico; Texas; Lower California; crit.); 1008, 111 (Tampico, 
Mexico; geog. distr., excl. Central American references; crit.), 545 (color of bill). 

Peristera passerina SCHLEGEL, Mus. Pays-Bas, Columbe, IV, 1873, 135, part (Cape 
St. [= San] Lucas, Lower California). 

Cheme pelia pallescens LAWRENCE, Mem. Boston Soc. Nat. Hist., II, 1874, 305, part 
(Mazatlan and Tres Marias Is., Mexico; habits). 

Chame pelia passerina pallescens Coues, Check-List N. Am. Birds, 1882, 92.— 
BELDING, Proc. 17. S. Nat. Mus., V, 1883, 544 (Cape region, Lower California).— 
Coues, Key N. Am. Birds, 1884, 569 (Cape St. | = San] Lucas, Lower California). 
—THAYER and Влхсв, Condor, IX, 1907, 136 (Santana, Lower California).— 
ӛмітн, Condor, ХІ, 1909, 63 (Cuernavaca, Morelos, Mexico). 

Chamepelia passerina ELLIOT, Stand. Nat. Hist., IV, 1885, 247, in text, part 
(Mexico). 

Columbigallina passerina RipGway, Proc. U. S. Nat. Mus., VIII, 1885, 581, 583 
(Cozumel I., Vucatan).—AMERICAN ORNITHOLOGISTS’ UNION COMMITTEE, 
Check List N. Am. Birds, 1886, 181, part (Texas; Arizona; Mexico).—Scott, 
Auk, III, 1886, 421 (Tucson, Florence, and Riverside, Pinal Co., Arizona). 
—RipGwaAv, Man. N. Am. Birds, 1887, 215, part (Texas; New Mexico; Arizona; 
Lower СаШогпіа).--ВЕскнам, Proc. U. S. Nat. Mus., X, 1888, 657 (Medina 
River, Texas, fide Dresser).—CooxE, Bird Migration Miss. Valley, 1888, 110 
(Eagle Pass, Texas).—EvERMANN and JENKINS, Orn. and Oól., 1888, 68 (Mag- 
dalena, Mexico).—BErDiNG, Occ. Papers California Acad. Sci., П, 1890, 24 
(San Francisco and San Gabriel, California, fide Cooper).—ATTWATER, Auk, IX, 
1892, 233 (San Antonio, Texas). 

Columbigallina passerina pallescens FERRARI-PEREZ, Proc. U. S. Nat. Mus., IX, 
1886, 175 (Acatlan and Chietla, Puebla, Mexico).—RtipGwav, Мап. N. Am. 
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Birds, 1887, 586, part (diag.; geog. distr., excl. Central Атепса).-Вескидм, 
Proc. U. S. Nat. Maus., X, 1888, 637 (Bexar Co., Техач).--Снлрмах, Auk, V, 
1888, 395, рагі (geog. distr., ех Ridgway).—Bryant, Proc. California Асад. 
Sci., (2), ПІ, 1889, 278 (Comondu апа Santa Margarita 1., Lower California).— 
Norris, Orn, and Oöl., XIV, 1889, 59 (Santa Cruz Valley, near Tucson, Arizona; 
nesting).—MaAvNARD, Eggs N. Am. Birds, 1890, 54 (geog. distr.; descr. eggs). 
—TOWNSEND, Proc. U. S. Nat. Mus., XIII, 1890, 137 (Cape St. [= San] Lucas, 
Lower Calilornia).—SroNE, Proc. Acad. Nat. Sci. Philadelphia, 1800, 204 (Те- 
kanto and Ticul, Yucatan), 212 (Orizaba, Mexico).—M AYNARD, Eggs N. Аш. 
Birds, 1890, 54, excl. geog. distr. part (descr. eggs). —K EELER, Zoë, I, 1800. 299 
(Colorado River, California).—BRyaNT, Zoë, Н, 1801, 188 (San José del Cabo, 
Lower California; ПаБиз).--Киоло5, Proc. Acad. Nat. Sci. Philadelphia, 1892, 
112 (Corpus Christi, Texas), 114 (Tucson, Arizona).—BENDIRE, Life Hist. N. 
Am. Birds, I, 1892, 150, excl. Central American ref. (general account; Rillitto 
Creek, near Tucson, Arizona).—HARTERT, Ibis, 1893, 305, in text (Mexico; crit.). 
—ALLEN, Auk, X, 1893, 134 (launal distribution) —AMERICAN ORNITHOLOGISTS' 
UNION COMMITTEE, Check List N. Am. Birds, ed. 2, 1805, 123, part (geog. distr., 
excl. Central America).—CriaPMAN, Bull. Am. Mus. Nat. Hist., VIII, 1896, 287 
(Chichen-Itza, Yucatan).—RipcGway, Man. N. Am. Birds, ed. 2, 1896, 591, part 
(diag.; geog. distr., excl. Central America).—Coves, Auk, XIV, 1897, 215 (crit.). 
--СпАРМАХ, Bull. Am. Mus. Nat. Hist., X, 1808, 36 (Jalapa, Vera Cruz, 
Мехісо).-БахчЕ, Nests and Eggs N. Am. Birds, ed. 5, 1898, 189 (nesting).— 
AMERICAN ORNITHOLOGISTS' UNION COMMITTEE, Auk, XVI, 1899, 108.—N ELSON, 
N. Am. Fauna, No. r4, 1899, 37 (Maria Madre and Maria Magdalena, Tres 
Marias ls., Mexico; crit.)—Price, Bull. Cooper Orn. Club, I, 1899, ог 
(near Yuma, Arizona).—BRENINGER, Condor, III, тоот, 45 (Pima Indian 
Reservation, Arizona).—BaANGs and BRADLEE, Auk, XVIII, rgor, 251, in 
text (crit.).—Ba1LEY, Handbook Birds Western U. S., 1902, 143 (descr.; 
habits).—GRINNELL, Pacifc Coast Avifauna, No. 3, 1902, 31 (Monterey, 
Fort Yuma, San Francisco, San Gabriel, and Pescadero, California; rare 
and irregular) — BREWSTER, Bull. Mus. Comp. Zoól, XLI, 1902, 79 (Sierra 
de la Laguna, La Paz, San José del Cabo, and Cape region in general, Lower 
California; references; habits).—CovEs, Key N. Am. Birds, ed. 5, 11, 1903, 716, 
part (descr., excl. Central American geog. distr.).—STEPHENS, Condor, V, 1903, 
77 (Big Sandy Сгеек and Bill Williams River, Arizona; Ehrenberg, California). 
—Oscoop, Condor, V, 1903, 129 (Sulphur Spring, near Wilcox, Cochise Co., 
Апгопа).--СПАРМАХ, Color Key N. Am. Birds, 1903, 126 (descr.; range). 
—AMERICAN ORNITHOLOGISTS’ UNION COMMITTEE, Auk, XX, 1903, 360 (crit.).— 
SWARTH, Pacific Coast Avifauna, No. 4, 1904, 5 (Huachuca Mts. and San Pedro 
River, Arizona).—REED, N. Am. Birds’ Eggs, 1004, 150 (nesting).— MILLER, 
Bull. Am. Mus. Nat. Hist., ХХІ, 1905, 343 (Escuinapa, Sinaloa, Mexico).— 
Swart, Condor, VII, 1905, 25 (Papago Indian Reservation, Arizona, habits). 
— BEEBE, Two Bird Lovers in Mexico, 1905, 185, 386 (Barranca Vueltran, 
Mexico).—Ba1LEY, Auk, XXIII, 1906, 385 (San Blas, Tepic).—HowELL, Bull, 
Biol Survey, No. 25, 1906, 22 (Texas; food).— TuAYER and Banas, Proc. 
Biol. Soc. Wash., ХІХ, 1906, 18 (Opodepe, Sonora).—CorE, Bull. Mus. Comp. 
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Zoól., L, 1906, 117 (Chichen-Itza and San Ignacio, Yucatan).—LaMB, Condor, 

XII, 1910, 76 (Las Marietas I., Mexico). 

Columbogallina passerina pallescens LANTz, Trans. Kansas Acad. Sci., XVI, 1899, 
219 (La Paz, Lower California). 

“Mexican Ground Dove” LITTLEJOHN, Bull. Cooper Orn. Club, I, 1899, 73 (Pes- 
cadero, California, one record).—Brown, Auk, XVII, 1900, 33 (southern Ari- 
zona).—LaMmB, Condor, XII, тото, 78 (Las Penas, Banderas Bay, Mexico).— 
WILLARD, Condor, XIV, 1912, 58 (Dos Reales, Arizona; nesting habits).—SLOAN> 
Bird-Lore, XIV, 1912, 34 (Palacios, Texas). 

Columbigallina passerina var. pallescens DuBois, Syn. -Avium, II, 1902, 763, part 
(southwestern United States; Lower California; Mexico; syn.). 

Columbigallina passerina pallascens (lapsus) KAEDING, Condor, VII, 1905, III 
(San José del Cabo, Lower California). 

Chemepelia passerina pallescens HOWELL, Bull. Biol. Survey, No. 29, 1907, 31 
(Texas; food).-DEARBORN, Field Mus. Orn. Series, I, 1907, 80 (Gualan and 
Lake Atitlan, Guatemala).—AMERICAN ORNITHOLOGISTS’ UNION COMMITTEE, 
Auk, XXVI, 1909, 297 (crit.).—KNOWLTON, Birds of the World, 1909, 432, in 
text, part (Mexico; habits).—VISHER, Auk, X XVII, тото, 281 (Tucson, Arizona). 
—AMERICAN ORNITHOLOGISTS' UNION COMMITTEE, Check List М. Am. Birds, 
ed. 3, 1010, 150, part (geog. distr., excl. Central America).—CARRIKER, Ann. 
Carnegie Mus., VI, тото, 398, in text (crit.).—WILLARD, Condor, XIV, 1912, 53 
(near Tucson, Arizona).— WiLLETT, Pacific Coast Avifauna, No. 7, 1012, 44 
(San Gabriel, Los Angeles Co., Banning, Riverside Co., and San Pasqual, San 
Diego Co., California).—GRINNELL, Pacific Coast Avifauna, No. 8, 1012, 13 
(California). 

Subspecific characters.—Similar to C. p. passerina, but averaging 
decidedly paler, more drab gray, both above and below, this difference 
obvious in both sexes; maxilla darker at base (in dried skin), dull 
crimson, brownish red, or purplish black in life. 

Measurements.—Male: wing. 83-91 (average, 87); tail, 57-63 (59.5); 
exposed culmen, 11-12 (11.5); tarsus, 15-16 (15.6). Female: wing, 
84-90 (86.5); tail, 57-62 (59); exposed culmen, 11-12 (11.5); tarsus, 
15-16 (15.7). 

Range.—From British Honduras and northern Guatemala north 
through Yucatan and Campeche, and northwestward through Mexico 
(except central plateau region) to southern Texas and southern 
Arizona; Cape region of Lower California; accidental in southern 
California. 

Remarks.—T wo nestlings of this form (Nos. 155,433-4, Collection 
Biological Survey), from the mountains near бап Domingo, Oaxaca, 
june 18, 1895, are the youngest of any form of the species І have 
examined. They still show remains of buffy white natal down 
clinging to the tips of the juvenal feathers. Тһе general color of the 
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plumage above is vandyke brown, the feathers narrowly edged with 
buffy; below wood-brown. Even at this early stage the black wing- 
spots are conspicuous, but of course not glossy. The remiges are 
dusky brown, edged externally with vandyke brown, like the back. 


As already pointed out (page 520, footnote), the ‘Cocotzin” of 
Hernandez is not certainly identihable, although it is apparently the 
sole basis upon which the Ground Dove was attributed to Mexico by 
sundry authors up at least to the year 1771, when Buffon cited Gemelli 
Careri as authority for the occurrence of the species at Acapulco, 
Specimens from Mexico in the Berlin Museum were called Columba 
pusilla by Lichtenstein in 1830, but no description was given. When 
Baird wrote his great work on North American birds in 1858 he was un- 
able to find any differences between specimens of the Ground Dove from 
Florida, Texas, and Lower California, but soon afterwards the receipt 
of a series from Cape San Lucas collected by John Nantus led him to 
provisionally bestow a name upon the birds from that locality. Хо 
particular type was designated,® so that the sixteen specimens before 
me, all apparently collected by Xantus, but now the property of 
several ditferent museums, may be regarded as cotypes. Other and 
more recent material brings the total number of specimens examined 
from the Cape region up to sixty-one. They differ very decidedly 
from the average example of C. p. passerima in the respects above 
pointed out, and, while individual variation is fully as apparent in 
the present series, and covers the same ground as in C. p. passerina, 
vet the lightest colored pallescens is paler than the same condition in 
passerina, and so on. Some of the differential characters given by 
Baird, as for instance the small size and the paucity of the wing-spots, 
the length of the tertiaries, and the size of the tarsus, break down upon 
examination of the series, but on the whole the form is a sufficiently 
well characterized опе, and well worthy of the recognition it has been 
so tardily accorded. 

Males from Maria Madre, Tres Marias Islands, are absolutely 
indistinguishable from Lower California birds. Тһе single female іп 
the Biological Survey Collection (No. 156,723, Maria Madre, May 3, 
1897), however, ] am unable to match in an extensive series, as it 

* Since the above was written, Dr. Charles W. Richmond has informed me that 
he has ascertained, from au examination of the original catalogue entry of the 
Xantus specimens, that No. 13,013 of the U.S. National Museum Collection was 
beyond much doubt intended by Prof. Baird to be considered as the actual type of 
his description. 
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has a decided rusty cinnamon tinge on the forehead and abdomen. 
The only other female examined from these islands is referable to 
C. p. socorroénsis (see beyond). 

Arizona examples seem to vary in shade more than those from 
Lower California, some few individuals being quite close to C. f. 
passerina, while others agree well with birds from the type locality. 
Farther south, in Sonora and Sinaloa, the vinaceous shade of the 
male seems to deepen, a small series from Sonora in the Brewster 
Collection, and an example from Culiacan, Sinaloa (No. 164,472, 
Collection. Biological Survey), being very close to Florida skins in 
this respect. On the other hand, I am unable, after comparison of 
an extensive series, to find any constant differences in color between 
specimens from Texas and those from Lower California, but the 
former average somewhat larger in size. Passing southward, we 
find males from Linares in Nuevo Leon, and Victoria апа Tampico 
in Tamaulipas, a shade darker below, as also are those from the State 
of Vera Cruz. There is also a corresponding but slight average color- 
difference in females from the same localities. 

Returning to the west coast, we find the few available specimens 
from Jalisco, Guerrero, Oaxaca, and eastward to Chiapas and Cam- 
peche, agreeing in slightly darker general coloration with those from 
Sinaloa. Yucatan and British Honduras birds, however, are very 
puzzling, and І believe really constitute a series of intergrades between 
C. p. pallescens on the one hand and C. p. insularis and С. p. neglecta 
on the other. Contrary to what might be expected, the vinaceous 
color is deeper, and the bill seems decidedly paler and more yellowish 
at the base. These characters are so evident in two adult males and 
one adult female from Cozumel Island that, were it not for their 
decidedly larger size, they might readily be referred to C. p. insularis, 
the only color-difference obvious being the less amount of white on 
the under tail-coverts. Some of the Yucatan skins, however, are 
closer to the Central American form, C. p. neglecta. 


Chemepelia passerina neglecta Carriker. 


(?) "Colombicolin de San Carlos" (Centre-Amérique) Lesson, Descr. Mam. et 
Ois., 1847, 212. 

Chame pelia passerina (not Columba passerina Linnaeus) (2) SCLATER апа SALVIN, 
Ibis, 1859, 223 (Dueñas, Guatemala; habits).—(?) SALVIN and SCLATER, Ibis, 
1860, 45 (Guatemala; nesting).—LAWRENCE, Ann. Lyc. Nat. Hist. N. Y. ІХ, 
1868, 139 (San José and ''Catargo" [= Cartago], Costa Rica); IX, 1869, 207 
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(Merida, Yucatan).—Frantzivs, Journ. Г. Огп., XVIL 1500, 371 (Costa Rica; 
habits).—ScLATER and SALVIN, Nom. vium Neotrop., 1873, 133, part (Central 
America).—DBaiRD, BREWER, and RipGway, list. N. Am. Birds, ІІІ, 1875, 389, 
part (Central American references), —Bovcanp, Proc. Zool. Soc. Londou, 1878, 
43 (San José, Costa Кіса).-(?) SALVIN, Cat. Strickland Coll., 1882, 5.47, part 
(Guatemala).—ZELEDON, Cat. Aves Costa Rica, 1882, 28 (Costa Кіса).-Хгт- 
TING, Proc. С. S. Nat. Mus, V, 1882. 408 ("La Palma," Gull of Nicoya, Costa 
Rica).—Riveway, Proc. U. 5. Nat. Mus., V, 1883, 502 (San José, Costa Rica).— 
NUTTING, Proc. U. S. Nat. Mus.. VI, 1883. 378 (San Juan del Sur, Nicaragua); 
VIE 1884, 389 (Sucuyá, Nicaragua), 396 (Ometépe 1., Nicaragua).—I1 EINE and 
ReicHENow, Nom. Mus. Hein., Orn., 1886, 283, part (Costa Rica).—SaLva- 
port, Cat. Birds Brit. Mus., ХХІ, 1893, 473, part [?] Panajachel, 5000 ft- [?] 
Santa Maria, and [?] Duenas, Guateinala; San José апа lrazü district, Costa 
Rica).—UNDERwWOOD, Ibis, 1896, 447 (Miravalles, etc., Costa Rica).—UNDER- 
woop, Avifauna Costarriquena, 1899, 15 (Costa Rica).—(?) Oates, Cat. Birds 
Brit. Mus., I, 1901, 101, part (Юпейаз, Guatemala).—SarviN and GopMAN, 
Biol. Centr.-Am., Aves, III, 1902, 250, part (Central American localities and 
references; habits). 

Peristera. passerina SCHLEGEL, Mus. Pays-Bas, Columba, IV, 1873, 135, part 
(Tejas, Costa Rica; syn.). 

Сішетерейа passerina (?) Bovcanp, Ann. Soc. Linn. Lyon, n. s., XXV, 1878, 2 
(Guatemala; habits).—(?) RODRIGUEZ, An. Mus. Nac. Salvador, IV, тото, 282 
(Guatemala). 

Chamepelia passerina ELLIOT, Stand. Nat. Hist., IV, 1885, 247, in text, part (Cen- 
tral America). 

Columbigallina passerina ZELEDÓN, Proc. U. S. Nat. Mus., VIII, 1885, 112 (Costa 
Rica).)—ZELEDÓN, An. Mus. Nac. Costa Rica, 1, 1887, 127 (San José, Costa 
Rica).—Carvo, Apuntamientos Geograficos, Estadisticos с Historicos, 1887, 
88 (Costa Rica).—CHERRIE, Auk, VII, 1890, 333 (San José, Costa Rica); IN, 
1892, 329 (San José, Costa Rica). 

Columbigallina passcrina pallescens (not Chame@pelia passerina var. pallescens 
Baird) RipGway, Man. N. Am. Birds, 1887, 586, part (Central America).— 
CHAPMAN, Auk, V, 1888, 395, part (Central America; ex Ridgway).—RICHMOND, 
Proc. U. S. Nat. Mus., XVI, 1893, 523 (San Carlos, Nicaragua).—AMERICAN 
ORNITIOLOGISTS’ UNION COMMITTEE, Check List N. Ain. Birds, ed. 2, 1895, 123, 
part (Central America).—RuipGway, Мал. N. Am. Birds, ed. 2, 1896, 501, part 
(Central America).—Coves, Key N. Am. Birds, ed. 5, II, 1903, 716, part 
(Central America).—RipGwav, Condor, VII, 1904, 154 (Pigres, Costa Rica). 

(2) Chame pelia granatina (not of Bonaparte) TRISTRAM, Cat. Coll. Birds, 1889, 30 
(Panama, Bridges [?]). 

(2) Columbogallina passerina Lantz, Trans. Kansas Асай. Sci., XVI, 1899, 219 
(Amatitlan, Guatemala). 

СватереПа pallescens SUARPE, Hand-List Birds, 1, 1899, 81, part (Central 
America). 

Columbigallina passerina var. pallescens DuBois, Syn. Avium, II, 1902, 763, part 
(Central America). 

Chemie pelia pusserina pallescens KNOWLTON, Birds of the World, 1909, 432, іп 
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text, part (Central Amoerica).—AMERICAN ORNITHOLOGISTS’ UNION CoM- 
MITTEE, Check List N. Am. Birds, ed. 3, 1910, 150, part (Central America). 

Светерейа passerina neglecta CARRIKER, Ann. Carnegie Mus., VI, 1910, 398 
(Esparta [type locality], Alajuéla, San José, Bagáces, Bebedéro, Cachi, Tenorio, 
Coralillo, Los Cuádros de lrazü, and Miravalles, Costa Rica; orig. descr.; type 
in collection Carnegie Museum; habits; Costa Rican references). 


Subspecific characters.—Similar to C. p. pallescens, but male of a 
much deeper vinaceous color below, more as in C. р. passerina; above 
much darker, being dull brownish olive with a faint vinaceous shade. 
Similar also to C. p. passerina, but decidedly browner above; sides of 
head and neck averaging deeper pinkish vinaceous; wing-coverts more 
extensively pinkish vinaceous, and bill reddish at the base. Not so 
deeply or so uniformly brown above, however, as in C. p. socorroénsis. 
'The under tail-coverts average darker, with deeper vinaceous edgings, 
than in C. p. pallescens. The female differs in a corresponding manner, 
being intermediate in general coloration between C. p. pallescens and 
C. p. socorroénsis. 

Measurements.—Male: wing, 85-89 (average, 87); tail, 53-60 (56); 
exposed culmen, 11-12 (11.5); tarsus, 16-16.5 (16.1). Female: wing, 
84-89 (86); tail, 52-60 (57); exposed culmen, 11-12 (11.7); tarsus, 
15-16.5 (15.6). 

Range.—Central America, from Panama (?) north to Guatemala; 
straggling occasionally to Yucatan. 

Remarks.— Messrs. Salvin and Godman were the first to call 
attention to the peculiarites of this form, remarking that a skin from 
Costa Rica was very similar to the Socorro Island bird. It seems 
sufficiently distinct from C. p. pallescens, with which until recently 
it has been confounded, to deserve a separate name. When a series 
is compared the differences stand out prominently, and are fairly 
constant. Unfortunately only a few specimens from any of the 
Central American countries except Costa Rica have been available for 
examination, but I should refer all I have seen to this form, including 
two from Guatemala and one each from Merida, San Ignacio, and 
Chichen-Itza in Yucatan. These more northern examples, however, 
are not typical, indicating that intergradation with C. p. pallescens 
takes place in this region. The specimens in question average duller 
vinaceous below and slightly paler above than Costa Rican birds. 

Curiously enough, the only Panama record for any form of C. 
passerina is a doubtful one, based on a specimen said to have been 
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collected by Bridges, and identified as Chamepelia granatina by 
Canon Tristram. None of the recent workers in this field seem to 
have met with the species, although C. minuta is common enough, and 
very possibly the specimen in question may belong to this latter 
species. 

Iris in both sexes "light yellow with pink tinge” (Underwood), ог 
"pink" (Carriker). Feet ''flesh-color" (Carriker and Underwood). 
Bill in both sexes "dark crimson" (Underwood), “pink with dusky 
ар,” or ‘purplish blood, with tip Маск” (Carriker). 


Chemepelia passerina socorroénsis (Ridgway). 


Chama pelia pallescens (not of Baird) LawRkNcE, Proc. Boston Soc. Nat. Hist., 
XIV, 1872, 275, part (Socorro I.).—GhRavsowN, Proc. Boston Soc. Nat. Hist., 
XIV, 1872, 300, part (Socorro I.). 

Chamepelia pallescens LAWRENCE, Mem. Boston Soc. Nat. Hist., II, 1874, 305, part 
(Socorro I.). 

Columbigallina passerina socorroénsis RipGWay, Man. N. Am. Birds, 1887, 586 
(Socorro I.; Tres Marias Is.?; orig. descr.; type in collection U. S. National Mu- 
seum).— TOWNSEND, Proc. U. S. Nat. Миз, ХІП, 1890, 135 (Socorro I.).— 
ANTHONY, Auk, XV, 1898, 316 (Socorro І.).--Клеріхе, Condor, V11, 1905, 111 
(Socorro I.). 

Chamapelia passerina (not Columba passerina Linnæus) SALVADORI, Cat. Birds 
Brit. Mus. ХХІ, 1803, 473. part (Socorro I). 

Chame pelia socorroénsis SHARPE, lland-List Birds, I, 1800, 81 (Socorro I.). 
—SALVIN and GODMAN, Biol. Centr.-Am., Aves, III, 1902, 252 (Socorro 1.; 
descr.; references; crit.).— Lower, Ibis, 1908, 112 (Socorro I., ex Ridgway). 

Columbigallina passerina var. socorroénsis Dv Bois, Syn. Avium, Il, 1002, 764 
(Socorro I., ex Ridgway). 


Subspecific characters.—Similar to C. p. neglecta, but wing shorter, 
and general coloration darker, the upper parts of the male being 
decidedly olive-brown, and the flanks pale brown. Female also 
very much darker and browner than the female of C. 5. neglecta. 

Measurements.—Male: wing, 81-85 (average, 83); tail, 52-58 (50); 
exposed culmen, 11-12 (11.5); tarsus, 
81-84 (82); tail, 53-59 (56); exposed culmen. 11-12 (11.5); tarsus, 
16-17 (16.2). 

Range.—Socorro Island, off the west coast of Mexico; accidental 


15-16.5 (16). Female: wing, 


on the Tres Marias Islands and the adjacent mainland (?). 
Remarks.—This very distinct insular form is characterized by its 

dark coloration, the upper parts being decidedlv brown, deeper than 

іп C. p. neglecta, to which otherwise it would кесіп to be most closely 
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allied. Тһе vinaceous color of the under parts is about the same as 
in that form. while the color of the bill Gudging from the dried skin) 
would seem to be also about the same. Females are even browner 
than males, especially below, and while occasional specimens of 
C. p. socorroénsis and С. p. neglecta are very much alike, the average 
difference is very conspicuous. With C. p. pallescens, its nearest 
mainland representative, the present form requires no comparison, 
being very different indeed. 

Colonel A. J. Gravson, who was the first ornithologist to visit this 
out-of-the-way island, brought back a few specimens of this form, 
which were referred to C. p. pallescens at the time. Іп 1887 Mr. 
Ridgway distinguished them as a different subspecies, and additional 
specimens have been secured in more recent vears by Messrs. Town- 
send and Anthony. Тһе doubtful assignment of the Tres Marias 
bird to this form, as given in the original description, seems to have 
been based on a female example (No. 58,303) in the U. S. National 
Museum, collected by Grayson, ostensibly on the Tres Marias Islands. 
It is quite possible that the locality is an error, as the labels may have 
become mixed, Grayson having collected at both places. However, 
there can be no doubt as to the identity of this particular specimen, as 
it agrees perfectly with Socorro Island females, but the form regularly 
found on the Tres Marias Islands, as elsewhere shown, is C. p. palles- 
cens. Another specimen (No. 26,990, Collection U. S. National 
Museum) from Mazatlan, probably collected by Grayson also, 
although not so marked, I would refer to this form on account of its 
dark colors and brownish flanks, although above it more closely 
resembles C. p. neglecta. Possibly this individual is also wrongly 
labeled. At most the present form can be regarded only as a mere 
straggler to the Tres Marias Islands and adjacent mainland. 


Chemepelia passerina parvula subsp. nov. 
Columbigallina passerina (not Columba passerina Linnzus) ROBINSON, Flying Trip 
to the Tropics, 1895, 154, part (Honda and Guaduas, Colombia). 

Type, No. 128,195, Collection U. S. National Museum, adult male; 
Honda, Colombia, July 14, 1892; Wirt Robinson. 

Subspecific characters.—Smallest of the C. passerina group, and 
general coloration very dark. Тһе male is fully as richly colored above 
and below as C. p. socorroéisis, but may be readily distinguished by 
its decidedly smaller size. Тһе female is slightly paler above than 
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the female of С. p. socorroénsis, while the brown color of the under 
parts has а faint wash of cinnamon, especially on the breast. In 
both sexes the pale edgings of the throat and breast are narrower, 
giving the parts a decidedly more squamate appearance. 

Measurements — Маје (wo specimens): wing, 75-77 (average, 76); 
гай, 54-55 (54.5); exposed culmen, 10-10.5 (10.2); tarsus, 15. Ve- 
male (one specimen): wing, 73; tail, 51; exposed culmen, 11; tarsus, 15. 

Range. —Known only from the type locality, Honda, Colombia, and 
its vicinity, but probably occupying a more or less extensive area in 
central Colombia. 

Remarks.—The above description is based on a single pair of birds 
in the collection of the U. S. National Museum, which are so very 
different from any of the other known forms that ] have no hesitation 
in describing them as new. Besides these I have examined one other 
specimen, collected by Mr. Louis А. Fuertes on a recent trip to 
Colombia. This example is somewhat different from the type, not 
being so dark, but the breast is as finely squamate, while the feathers 
of the nape have: decided dark edgings of a sooty plumbeous color. 
The chin and forehead are almost as pale ae in C. p. albivitta, and the 
under tail-coverts also are quite pale. The back is somewhat brown- 
ish, and the crown decidedly so, while the wing-coverts are of the 
same shade of color as the breast. [Judging by analogy from the dry 
skin, the bill was evidently red for the most of the lower half, and the 
upper mandible wholly dark, except at the extreme base of the com- 
missure, These differences are not more than are fully covered by 
the usual range of individual variation obtaining in the present 
species, but additional specimens are of course very desirable. 

Although in color this form is most like C. p. socorroénsis, its real 
affinities would appear to be rather with C. p. griseola, while the limits 
of its range, when more fully worked out, will possibly be found to 
approximate those of the latter. Lieutenant Wirt Robinson tells us 
that Ground Doves were common at Попда and Guaduas, on the 
road to Bogotá, and gives the impression that the spectes was not seen 
between Barranquilla (on the coast) and Honda. Count von Ber- 
lepsch, indeed, has published a record for Chama@pelia passerina from 
Bucaramanga, Colombia, but the measurements appeuded show 
that his bird could not possibly belong to the form here described. 
Should future work determine that the species does not range over 
the intervening country it would tend to explain the development 
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through isolation of a peculiar form, such as this, in the interior 
region. 


Chamepelia passerina nana subsp. nov. 


Туре, No. 36,138, Collection Carnegie Museum, adult male; 
Jimenez, Rio Dagua, western Colombia, July 9, 1907; Mervyn G. 
Palmer. 

Subspecific characters.—Male: upper parts of about the same shade 
as in C. f. pallescens, but crown and nape grayish brown like the 
back, more or less suffused with vinaceous, seldom with any trace of 
plumbeous, and the squamation obsolescent; vinaceous of under parts 
and wing-coverts deeper, and size much less. Female (one specimen) 
decidedly darker and smaller than the same sex of C. p. pallescens, 
with no plumbeous on the crown and nape, and the squamation of 
these parts indistinct. 

Measurements.—Male (seven specimens): wing, 77-80 (average, 
78.4); tail, 52-60 (56.6); exposed culmen, 10.5-11.5 (11); tarsus, 
15.5-17 (16). Female (one specimen): wing, 74; tail, 55; exposed 
culmen, 11; tarsus, 16. 

Range.—Western Colombia, in the valleys of the upper Rio Cauca 
and the Rio Dagua. . 

Remarks.—]ln its small size this form resembles C. p. parvula, but 
is undoubtedly distinct, being paler and less distinctly squamate, 
both above and beneath. Тһе vinaceous coloring is very rich, апа 
invades the upper parts to a greater or less extent, while the plumbeous 
area of the crown and nape is obsolete or reduced to a mere trace. 
One specimen, indeed, has the forehead vinaceous cinnamon, passing 
into brown posteriorly. 

Curiously enough, as already noted, no form of C. passerina seems 
to have been positively recorded from Panama, nor are there any 
records from the valley of the Atrato. Until specimens from this 
latter section in particular are available it is idle to speculate on the 
affinities of the two small Colombian forms. The situation in Co- 
lombia is certainly a very complicated one so far as C. passerina is 
concerned, and should it turn out that the hiatus in its range to the 
northwestward is real and not apparent there would remain much 
more to be explained. 

'The present form is based on eight specimens, all from a com- 
paratively restricted area in western Colombia, near the head of the 
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Cauca valley and across the cordillera to the westward, in the valley 
of the Rio Dagua. Its range is probably much more extensive, 
however, as will doubtless be shown by the explorations now being 
conducted in western Colombia. То the southward it probably 
grades into the next form: 


Chemepelia passerina quitensis subsp. nov. 


Columba passerina (not of Linnieus) MoLINA, Saggio sulla Storia Naturale del Chili, 
Italian ed. 2, 1810, 217 (northern Chile [?]; descr.).—LEssow, Traité d'Orn., 
1831 (2), 474, part (Lima, Ecuador {= Peru]).—Lrssow, Compl. de Buffon, 
Oiseaux, VIII, 1837, 12, part (Peru); ed. 2, 1838, 272 (Гегц).--Төсіпгрі, Arch. 
f. Naturg., 1844, i, 305 (Peru).—Tscuuni, Fauna Peruana, 1845-6, 45, 275 
(Peru). 

"Columba сһатарейа Lesson," ABEILLE, Catalogue des Oiseaux composant la 
Collection, 1850, 40 (Peru). 

Chamapelia granatina (not of Bonaparte) SCLATER, Proc. Zoól. Soc. London, 1858, 
556 (Riobamba, Ecuador). 

Chame pelia gravativa (lapsus) ORTON, Am. Nat., V, 1871, 625 (Quito, Ecuador). 

Chame pelia passerina VON PELZELN, Verh. k.-k. zoól.-bot. Ges. Wien, XXVI, 1877. 
772 (Ecuador); XXVIII, 1879, 20 (Ecuador; crit.; '"granatina Bp."); ХХІХ, 
1880, 526 (Ecuador).—TaczANowskI and BERLEPSCH, Proc. Zoól. Soc. London, 
1885, 111 (Riobamba, Ecuador).— TACZANOWSKI, Orn. Perou, III, 1886, 242, 
part (Riobamba, Ecuador; Peruvian examples not seen; descr.; syn.; crit.).— 
SALVADORI, Cat. Birds Brit. Mus., XXI, 1893, 473, part ([?] Sarayacu |21,7 Sical, 
and Quito, Ecuador).—GoopFELLOw, Avic. Mag., VI, 1900, 227 (Quito and 
Chillo Valley, Ecuador; |21 Colombia; habits; nesting).—SALvADORI and FESTA, 
Boll. Mus. Torino, XV, no. 368, 1900, 35 (La Concepcion, Ibarra, and Tumbacko 
[near Quito], Ecuador).—GooprELLOow, Ibis, 1902, 227 (Chillo Valley, Ecuador; 
habits).—M ENEGAUX, Mission du Service Géographique de l'armée pour la 
Mesure d'un Arc de Méridien Equatorial en Amérique du Sud, IX, i, 1911, B. 7 
(Calacali and Tumhaco, Ecuador; Ecuadorean records). 

Columbigallina passerina ALLEN, Bull. Am. Mus. Nat. Hist., 11, 1889, 76 (Quito, 
Ecuador).—BERLEPscH, Journ. f. Orn., XL, 1892, 97, part (Ecuador; crit.). 

Columbigallina passerina granatina HARTERT, Nov. 2обі., V, 1898, 503 (Puerto del 
Chimbo, Ecuador; crit.). 

Columbina griseola (not of Spix) BRABOURNE and Сиовв, Birds S. Am., I, 1912, 18, 
part (Ecuador). 


Type, No. 36,130, Collection Carnegie Museum, adult male; 
Zambiza (6 miles northeast of Quito), Ecuador, August 20, 1910; 
Ludovic Sóderstróm. 

Subspecific characters.—Male: similar in general to C. p. neglecta, 
but somewhat smaller and paler, the plumbeous area of the crown 


1 As has been repeatedly pointed out by Mr. Hellmayr, this locality, appearing 
on Buckley's specimens, cannot be depended on. 
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and nape duller, paler, more restricted, and less distinctly squamate. 
Darker, as well as decidedly larger, than C. p. пала, and with the 
plumbeous area of the crown and nape usually indicated, although 
much fainter than in any of the other forms, except C. р. пана and 
C. p. griscola. Female above more grayish, less brownish, than in 
C. p. neglecta, and slightly paler below, but only to be distinguished 
from the same sex of C. p. nana by its larger size. 

AMeasurements.—Male: wing, 82-88 (average, 84.5); tail, 54-62 
(59); exposed culmen, 10.5-11.5 (11): tarsus, 16-17.5 (16.3). Female: 
wing, 81-86 (83.5); tail, 54-60 (56.5); exposed culmen, II; tarsus, 
16-17 (16.3). 

Range.—Western Ecuador and Peru (2), up to an altitude of about 
ten thousand feet. 

Remarks.—With a series of thirty-two skins of the Ecuador bird 
available its subspecific distinctness is readily apparent. From its 
neighbor on the north, C. p. mana, it is easily distinguishable by its 
larger size and different coloration, although it is probable that when 
the intervening region shall have been worked over intergrades will 
be found. То the eastward it probably passes into C. p. griseola. 
Тһе exact limits of its southern range аге at present unknown, none 
of the Peruvian records above quoted being above suspicion, while 
its occurrence so far south as Chili, as recorded by Molina, is ex- 
ceedingly doubtful. With the exception of Taczanowski, none of 
the authors who have written on the birds of Ecuador or Peru seem 
to have recognized the peculiarities of the Ground Dove of the region, 
which is well worthy of subspecific segregation. 

Some of the skins show a faint lavender-grav cast, as in C. p. albi- 
vitta, and the series otherwise exhibits the usual variations, A young 
bird taken from the nest on April 1, 1011, at Riobamba, is covered 
with whitish down, borne on the ends of the growing feathers. None 
of the specimens examined have the colors of the soft parts indicated, 
but a number of them show a decided indication of red or yeHow at 
the base of the bill in the dried skin. 


Сһгетпереһа passerina griseola (Spix). 


“Least Turtle” [BancroFT], An Essay on the Natural History of Guiana, 1769, 177 
(Guiana; descr.). 

"Ground Turtle" LATHAM, Gen. Syn. Birds, II, ii, 1783, 659, part (Guiana, ex 
Bancroft). 
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“Ground Pigeon" PENNANT, Arctic Zoólogy, 11, 1785, 328, part (Brazil, in geog. 
distr.). 

Columba passerina (not of Linnwus) Vixn.LoT, Nouv. Dict. d'ITist. Nat., XXVI, 
1518, yor, part (Сшапа).--Зспомвекск, Reisen in Britisch-Guiana, 11, 1848, 
„490 (sandhills region, British Guiana).—SUNDEVALL, (itv. Kongl. Vet.-Xkad. 
Fürh., “ 1860,” 1870, 586, part (Surinam; сги.). 

Columbina griseola “рух, Avium Species Novie, 1, 1825, 58, pl. 75a, fig. 2 (habitat 
in sylvis fl. Amazonum”; orig. descr.; type in collection Munich Museum).— 
HAGMANN, Boll. Mus. Galdi, IV, 1904, 211 (= Chamepelia minuta Br. Mus. 
Cat. [error !]).—HrELLMAyR, Abhand. K. Bayer. Akad. Wiss, П Kl, XXII, 
1906, 697 (crit.).—ALLEN, Auk, XXV, 1908, 301, 306, in text (crit.).—INTER- 
NATIONAL COMMISSION ох ZOGLOGICAL NOMENCLATURE, Smiths, Inst. Publ. 
Хо. 2013. тотг, 73, in text (crit.).—BRABOURNE and Спивв, Birds ©. Am., I, 
1012. 18, part (Brazil; British Guiana). 

Chamapelia passerina HARTLAUB, Syst. Verz., 1844, 99 (Brazil).—CABANIs, in 
SCHOMBURGK, Reisen in Britisch-Guiana, НІ, 1848, 743 (British Guiana; 
habits).— BURMEISTER, Syst. Ueber. Thiere Bras., Vögel, II, 1856, 296 (geog. 
distr.).—ScLATER and SALVIN, Proc. Zoól. Soc. London, 1867, 501 (Рага, 
Brazil).— PELZELN, Orn. Bras., 1870, 277 (Borba, S. Joaquim, S. Gabriel, Forte 
do Rio Branco, and Barra do Rio Negro, Brazil), 450 (Para, Brazil, ex Wallace), 
liv (faunal distribution).—Layarp, Ibis, 1873, 395 (Рага, Brazil; habits). 
—SCLATER апа SaLvIN, Nom. Avium Neotrop., 1873, 133, part (Brazil).— 
Sovsa, Mus. Nac. Lisbona, Columba. 1873, 20, part (Surinam).—Batrp, 
BREWER, апа RipGway, Hist. N. Am. Birds, ПІ, 1875, 389, part (Amazons). 
—ALLEN, Bull. Essex Inst., VIII, 1876, 82 (Santarem, Brazil).—ScLaTER, List 
Vert. Animals in Gardens Zoól. Soc. London, ed. 8, 1883, 456 (Pernambuco, 
Brazil).—(?) BoEck, Mitth. d'Orn. Ver. Wien, 1884, 165 (Cochabamba, Bolivia). 
—TACZANOWSKI, Orn. Perou, ІП, 1886, 243, part (Cayenne; crit.).—SALVIN, 
Ibis, 1886, 173 (British Guiana, ex Cabanis).—HARTERT, Kat. Vogelsammlung, 
1801. 186 (Brazil?).—SALvaponi, Cat. Birds Brit. Mus., ХХІ, 1893, 479, part 
(Borba, Pará, and Pernambuco, Brazil; Quonga and Annai. British Guiana; 
Paraguay [?].— G«&Lp1, Bol. Mus. Paraénse, I, 1896, 351. 356 (Para, Brazil).— 
Rust, Katalog systematischen Vogelsammlung des Provincial Museums in 
Hanover, 1897, 77. part (Brazil and Surinam).—Lrovp, Timehri, XI, 1807. 3 
(Guiana; nesting).—LoaT, Ibis, 1898, 565 (British Guiana; һас). Салли, 
Aves do Brazil, II, 1900, 368 (Pará, Brazil).—voN IHERING, Revista Mus. 
Paulista, IV, 1900, 282 (Brazil; descr. eggs).—Ga@:Lp1 and Нлсмлхух, Bol. Mus. 
Paraénse, III, 1902, 319 (Рага and Borba, Brazil; [2] Sarayacu [?], Peru’).— 
FoRBES and Ковіхѕом, Bull. Liverpool Mus., П, 1900, 141, part (Para, Brazil). 
— GELDI, Ibis, 1903, 481, 499 (Approaga, Capim River, Para, Brazil).—Hac- 
MANN, Bol. Mus. Geeldi, IV, 1904, 256 (Burincister's reference), 301 (Pelzeln's 
reference).—Get.p1, Album Aves Amazonicas, 1906, pl. 37, fig. 9.—LowE, Ibis, 
1907, 115, in text, part (British Guiana).—SNETHLAGE, Journ. f. Orn., LVI, 1908, 
496 (Tapajoz, Brazil).—PENARb, Vogels van Guyana, 1908, 337 (Guiana; 
descr.; habits). 


* Cf. footnote, page 547. 
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Pyrgitoénas passerina REICHENBACH, Tauben, 1862, 162, part (British Guiana, ex 
Schomburgk; habits). 

Chamaépelia griseola PELZELN, Orn. Bras., 1870, 277, footnote, 450, part (Spix's 
reference).—GIEBEL, Thes. Orn., I, 1872, 634, part (references). 

Chamaépelia trochila (not of Bonaparte) Sousa, Mus. Nac. Lisbona, Columbe, 
1873, 20 (Bahia, Brazil). 

Peristera passerina SCHLEGEL, Mus. Pays-Bas, Columba, IV, 1873, 135, part 
(Demerara and Surinam). 

Chamepelia passerina Елалот, Stand. Nat. Hist., IV, 1885, 247, in text, part 
(Вга2 ).-Оскіси, Timehri, V, 1891, тоб (Georgetown, British Guiana). 

Columbigallina passerina RIKER and CHAPMAN, Auk, VIII, 1801, 162 (Santarem, 
Brazil; crit.)..— BERLEPSCH, Journ. f. Orn., XL, 1892, 97, part (Bahia, Brazil; 
crit.), 102 (British Guiana and Cayenne).—von IHERING, Revista Mus. Paulista, 
VI, 1904, 371 (faunal distribution). 

Columbigallina passerina griseola HELLMAYR, Abhand. K. Bayer. Akad. Wiss. 
ІТ KI., XXII, 1906, 697, part (crit. on type specimen; Рага and Bahia, Brazil). 
—HELLMAYR, Nov. Zoól., XIII, 1906, 384 (Prata and Bemfica, Para, Brazil; 
crit.).—voN IHERING, Aves do Brazil, 1907, 21, part (Paraguay [?]; Bahia, 
Pernambuco, Rio Negro, Rio Branco, апа Pará, Brazil).—BERLEPSCH, Nov. 
Zoól., XV, 1908, 205 (Cayenne and Roche-Marie, French Guiana). 

Columbina passerina griseola ALLEN, Auk, N XV, 1908, 306, in text (crit.).—ALLEN, 
Science, n. ѕ., XXXIII, 1911, 337, in text (crit.)—HELLMayr, Abhand. К. 
Bayer. Akad. Wiss., ІТ KL, XXVI, 1912, 96 (Para references). 


Subspecific characters.— Male: most nearly like C. p. parvula in 
general coloration, but decidedly larger, plumbeous area of crown and 
nape paler and obsolescent, and vinaceous edgings of throat and 
breast feathers broader. Female very similar in general to the same 
sex of C. p. pallescens, but decidedly smaller, and usually more brown- 
ish above. Bill dark throughout in both sexes (in skin). 

Measurements.— Маје (eight specimens): wing, 76-80 (average, 79); 
tail, 52-58 (55); exposed culmen, 10-12 (10.7); tarsus, 16-17 (16.3). 
Female (four specimens); wing, 76-77 (76); tail, 50-52 (51.5); exposed 
culmen, 10-11 (10.6); tarsus, 16-17 (16.3). 

Ranuge.— Guiana and the valley of the Amazon, and around the 
eastern part of Brazil to Bahia. 

Remarks.— The above diagnosis is based on three males and two 
females from Diamantina and Santarem, Brazil, all in rather poor 
condition. ‘Three skins from British Guiana are somewhat paler, 
verging thus toward C. p. albivitta, although having dark bills, while 
one from Surinam is quite typical of the present form. Three out of 
the four females examined are slightly tinged with vinaceous below. 

This form was described by Spix in 1825, under the name Columbina 
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griseola, the only locality assigned being the forests of the Amazon 
River. Spix's type was a young bird, and largely on this account his 
name was not recognized as applying to a bird of the C. passerina 
group, Bonaparte identifying it with what is now known as С. minuta, 
and being followed in this erroneous identification by nearly all 
subsequent writers. In 1887, however, Count von Berlepsch sug- 
gested that this was probably an error, and іп 1906 Mr. Hellmayr 
from an examination of Spix's (үре fully confirmed this conclusion. 
The case has been very fully discussed by Dr. J. А. Allen, with refer- 
ence to its bearing on the proper name of the present genus. 

The distribution of the present subspecies seems to be as yet 
imperfectly worked out. It was found by Natterer and other travel- 
lers in the Amazon valley, and has been traced around the eastern 
extremity of Brazil, being reported from several localities on the 
coast, as far south at least as Bahia. Тһе probabilities are that it is 
not confined to the coast, but there is a vast area of country in central 
Brazil for which there are as vet no records. А single record from 
Cochabamba, Bolivia, which I refer doubtfully to the present form, 
is the only опе for the far interior of the continent which Е have 
found. J have not been able to discover upon what authority Count 
Salvadori gives it as an inhabitant of Paraguay, as in reply to an 
inquiry he writes that he does not now remember how he came to 
that conclusion, although he feels pretty sure that he had reasons at 
the time for making the statement. Dr. von Ihering also attributes 
this species to Paraguay, but it is safe to say he was quoting from 
Count Salvadori. In the third edition of the American Ornithologists’ 
Union Check List of North American Birds, 1910, page 150, the range 
of Chemepelia passerina is given as extending to southern Brazil, 
but Prof. Wells W. Cooke writes me that this statement was based 
on a misapprehension as to the position of one of the localities cited by 
Natterer. 


Chæmepelia passerina albivitta Bonaparte. 


Chamepelia passerina (not Columba passerina Linnæus) (2) LICHTENSTEIN, Nom. 
Avium Mus. Zoól. Berol., 1854, 82, part (Colombia).—(?)Scnorr, Rept. Lieut. 
Michler's Exp. to Isthmus of Darien, 1861, 247, in text, part (Tierra Bomba and 
Вау of Tesco, near Cartagena, Colombia; habits).—W varT, Ibis, 1871, 383 
(Santa Marta, Colombia).—BEmLEPscu, Journ. f. Orn, XXXII, 1884, 317 
(Bucaramanga, Colombia)—RipGway, Proc. U. S. Nat. Mus., VII, 1884, 177 
(Curacao).—PETERS, Journ. f. Orn., XL, 1892, 113. 115 (Curacao; habits).— 
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SALVADORI, Cat. Birds Brit. Mus., XXI, 1893, 473, part (Venezuela and Trinidad). 
—Forses and Rosinson, Bull. Liverpool Mus., II, 1900, 141, part (Trinidad; 
Cumaná, Venezuela).—Lowe, Ibis, 1907, 115, in text, part (Venezuela and 
Trinidad). 

(2) Chamepelia granatina BONAPARTE, Consp. Avium, II, 1854, 77 (‘‘ Bogota,” 
Columbia; orig. descr.; type formerly in collection Paris Museum, now lost [fide 
Salvadoril).—ScLATER, Proc. 2001. Soc. London, 1855, 163 ("Bogotá," ex 
Bonaparte; crit.).— BONAPARTE, Compt. Rend., XL, 1855, 21, 220 ( Bogotá"; 
descr.) ; XLIII, 1856, 945 (crit.).— BURMEISTER, Syst. Ueber. Thiere Bras., 
Vogel, II, 1856, 296, footnote (Bogotá; diag.; ex Bonaparte). 

Chame pelia albivitta BONAPARTE, Consp. Avium, II, 1854, 77 (Carthagena, Co- 
lombia; orig. descr.; type in collection Paris Museum).— BONAPARTE, Compt. 
Rend., XL, 1855, 21, 220 (Carthagena; descr.).— BURMEISTER, Syst. Ueber. 
Thiere Bras., Vögel, II, 1856, 296 (Carthagena; diag.; ex Bonaparte).—(?) Tay- 
Lor, Ibis, 1864, 94 (Chacachacare I., Trinidad).—(?) Епхвсн, Proc. Zoól. Soc. 
London, 1870, 554 (Trinidad, ex Taylor).—GiEBEL, Thes. Orn., І, 1872, 632 
(references).—Barigp, BREWER, and RipGway. Hist. N. Am. Birds, III, 1875, 
390, in text (Venezuela; crit.). 

(2) " Red Ortolan or Ground Dove" DE VERTEUIL, Trinidad, Its Geography, etc., 
1858, 118 (Trinidad). 

Chame pelia granatina Casstn, Proc. Acad. Nat. Sci. Philadelphia, 1860, 195 
(Carthagena, Colombia; habits) —Cassin, Report Lieut. Michler's Exp. to 
Isthmus of Darien, 1861, 246 (гергіп().-Влікр, BREWER, and RipGway, Hist. 
N. Am. Birds, 111, 1875, 390, in text (New Grenada; crit.).— HEINE and REICHE- - 
NOW, Nom. Mus. Hein., Orn., 1886, 283 (Porto [= Puerto] Cabello, Venezuela). 

(2) Pyrgitoénas granatina REICHENBACH, Tauben, 1862, 14, 162 (“ Bogotá"; descr.; 
crit.; ex Bonaparte). 

Pyrgitoénas albivitta REICHENBACH, Tauben. 1862, 11 (Carthagena; descr.; ex 
Bonaparte). 

Columba passerina SUNDEVALL, Œfv. Kongl. Vet.-Akad. Fórh., “1860,” 1870, 586, 
part (Venezuela; crit.). 

Chamepelia albivitta Gray, Hand-List Birds, II, 1870, 240 (Carthagena). 

Peristera passerina MARTIN, Bericht über eine Reise nach Niederlandisch Westin- 
dien, 1887,—(Curacao and Bonaire). 

Columbigallina passerina BERLEPSCH, Journ. f. Orn., XL, 1802, 69, 97, part (Cu- 
racao; crit.), 102, part (Curacao, Colombia, Venezuela, Trinidad, and Tobago, 
in geog. distr.).—ALLEN, Bull. Am. Mus. Nat. Hist., IV, 1892, 56 (Carúpano, 
Venezucla).—HARTERT, Ibis, 1893, 326, in text (Bonaire).—ROBINSON, Flying 
Trip to the Tropics, 1895, 43, 154, part (Barranquilla, Colombia), 21, 164 (Cur- 
acao).— ROBINSON and RIcHMoND, Proc. U. S. Nat. Mus., XVIII, 1896, 659 
(Margarita I., Venezuela; crit.), 682 (Guanta, Venezuela), 683 (La Guaira, 
Venezuela).—PmnHELPS, Auk, XIV, 1807, 366 (Cumaná, Cumanacoa, and San 
Antonio, Venezuela).—ROoOnBINSON and Клспмохо, Proc. U. S. Nat. Mus., XXIV, 
1001, 167 (La Guaira, Venezuela; nesting).—CLARK, Auk, XIX, 1902, 261 
(Margarita 1., Venezuela; nesting). 

Columbigallina passerina perpallida HARTERT, Ibis, 1893, 304 (Aruba; orig. descr.; 
type in collection Tring Museum; habits), 325 (Curacao), 334 (Bonaire; habits). 
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—RoniNsowN, Flying Trip to the Tropics, 1895, 166 (Curaçao, ех Hartert.)— 
IIARTERT, Nov. Zoól., V, 1898, 503. in text (crit.).— BERLEPSCHI and HARTERT, 
Nov. Zoól., IX, 1902, 119, in text (crit.).—IlARTERT, Nov. 2001., ІХ, 1902, 303 
(Aruba, Curacao, and Bonaire).— Киву, Proc. U. S, Nat. Mus., ХХІХ, 1905, 
172, in text (crit.). 

Columbigallina passcrina pallescens (not СһатаереПйа passerina var. раПезсеп5 
Baird) Bancs, Proc. Biol. Soc. Washington, ХІІ, 1898, 132 (Santa Marta, 
Colombia). 

Cham pelia per pallida Suarpe, Hland-List Birds, 1, 1800, 82 (Aruba, Bonaire, and 
Curacao).—LoweE, Ibis, 1907, 114 (Blanquilla and Margarita Is.; crit.); 1008, 
114, 115, in text (Curacao, Aruba, Bonaire, Blanquilla, Margarita, and Los 
Hermanos Is.; north coast of Venezuela and Colombia?; crit.); 1909, 314 (Los 
Testigos 15.), 322 (Cariaco Peninsula, Venezuela), 327 (Los Hermanos Is.).— 
Lowe, A Naturalist on the Desert Islands, 1911, 158 (Blanquilla; habits). 

Columbigallina passerina granalina ALLEN, Bull. Am. Mus. Nat. Hist., XIII, 
1000, 128 (Bonda, Colombia).— BERLEPsCH and HARTERT, Nov. Zoól., IX, 1902, 
118 (Altagracia, Caicara, and Ciudad Bolivar, Venezuela; crit.).—ALLEN, Bull. 
Am. Mus. Nat. Hist., XXI, 1905. 280 (Bonda, Colombia; nesting). 

Columbigallina passerina var. granatina Dv Boris, Syn. Avium, II, 1902, 763, part 
(syn.; geog. distr.). 

Columbigallina passerina var. per pallida DuBois, Syn. Avium, II, 1902, 764 (Aruba, 
Bonaire, and Curacao, ex Hartert). 

Columbigallina passerina griseola (not Columbina griseola Spix) VON INERING, 
Aves do Brazil, 1907, 21, part (Meridá, Venezuela). 

Chamepelia passerina perpallida LOWE, Ibis, 1907, 552 (Curacao, Bonaire, Aruba, 
Margarita, Blanquilla, and Los Hermanos 15.; crit.). 

Chamepelia passerina perpallida Cory, Field Mus. Orn. Series, 1, 1909, 198 (Aruba), 
205 (Curacao), 210 (Bonaire), 218 (Orchilla), 220 (Tortuga), 223 (Blanquilla), 
227 (Los Mermanos Is.), 230 (Los Testigos Is.), 240 (Margarita I.). 

Chamepelia passerina granatina CARRIKER, Ann. Carnegie Mus., VI, тото, 398, 
in text (crit.). 

Chamepelia perpallida Lowe, A Naturalist on the Desert Islands, 1911, 219 
(Orquilla). 

Columbigallina perpallida LowE, А Naturalist on the Desert Islands, 1011, 150 
(Blanquilla). 

“West Indian Ground Dove” Lowe, А Naturalist on the Desert Islands, 1911, 102 
(Islands north of Venezuela, except Swan Island). 

Columbina perpallida BRABOURNE and Criung, Birds S. Am., I, 1912, 18 (Aruba; 
Bonairc; Curacao). 

Columbina griseola (not of Spix) BRABOURNE and Сисвв, Birds S. Am., I, 1912, 18, 
part (Venezuela). 


Subspecific characters.— Male: similar in general to C. p. pallescens, 
but size smaller, vinaceous of under parts with a faint lavender-gray 
tinge, and the posterior under parts decidedly lighter, the under tail- 
coverts being almost entirely pure white; bill dull yellowish (except 
at tip), pale orange-yellow or pale yellow in life. Female much whiter 
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below and slightly browner above than the same sex of C. p. pallescens, 
the color of the bill as in the male. 

Measurements.—Male: wing, 76-82 (average, 80); tail, 50-58 (53); 
exposed culmen, 10.5-12 (11.2); tarsus, 15-17 (16). Female: wing, 
75-81 (79); tail, 51-58 (53.5); bill, 11-12 (11.1); tarsus, 15-16 (15.7). 

Ranuge.—Extreme northern Colombia and northern Venezuela, 
including the Leeward Islands, south to the Orinoco valley. 

Remarks.— This form has been involved in much confusion. Bona- 
parte’s name (СлатереПа granatina, which has anteriority over 
С. albivitta, has been generally employed to designate not only the 
Colombian and Venezuelan form of C. passerina, but also, until 
recently, the South American bird in general. That such an appli- 
cation of the name is not justified is practically certain. A translation 
of Bonaparte’s original diagnosis of Chame@pelia granatina reads as 
follows: 

"Similar to the preceding [2. e., a specimen of ‘‘passerina” from 
Mazatlan, Mexico]; but somewhat paler; beneath whitish, throat- 
spots dusky, nape scarcely ashy, not vinaceous; wings beneath rufous, 
not chestnut; wing-spots coppery garnet; most of the lateral rectrices 
edged with white; feet somewhat weaker.” 

Substantially the same diagnosis is given by Bonaparte in his 
paper published the following year. То Dr. Sclater's intimation that 
C. granatina was the female or young of C. passerina (as then under- 
stood) Bonaparte returned an emphatic denial, claiming that he had 
both sexes before him. Nevertheless, it seems very probable that 
Dr. Sclater was right. Bonaparte sald that his bird came from 
Bogotá, but, as is now well known, “ Bogotá” skins may have come 
from any part of Colombia, and the locality assigned is of absolutely 
no value. Moreover, as shown elsewhere, the Ground Dove of central 
Colombia belongs to a very distinct form, to which Bonaparte’s 
description cannot apply in any case. Neither will it answer for the 
form from western Colombia. Unfortunately, as we learn from 
Count Salvadori, the actual type seems to have disappeared from the 
Paris Museum, so that we are left without any means of determining 
to which of the Colombian forms the name applies, and therefore, in 
accordance with general usage in such cases, it is to be set aside as 
indeterminable. 

The description of Chamepelia albivitta which follows, however, is 
at once seen to be applicable to the form from the north coast of 
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Colombia. The type came from Carthagena, and is still extant. 
I have before me live skins from this locality. As might be expected, 
they are exactly the same as a series from the Santa Marta district, 
which may therefore be regarded as typical of this form. As we pass 
eastward along the coast of Venezuela, however, we find the birds 
becoming slightly darker below and more brownish above; the basal 
two-thirds of the bill is less distinctly yellowish, and the plumbeous area 
of the crown and nape is obsolescent. This tendency is especially 
well marked in a series of twelve skins from the lower Orinoco valley 
(Caicara, Ciudad Bolivar, etc.), which аге unquestionably inter- 
mediates between C. p. albivitta and the Brazilian form, C. p. griseola, 
as in all their characters they show an approach to the latter. For 
the present, however, I refer them to C. p. albivitta, to which on the 
whole they seem nearer. The bill in some of these specimens is 
marked as being “reddish vellow at the base, tip black”’ (Carriker), 
“blackish, ochraceous rufous at base," or “blackish at tip, dusky 
orange at base" (Cherrie). Хо specimens (rom Trinidad have been 
examined, and, indeed, there seem to be no recent unquestioned records 
of the occurrence of the species on that island. 

After very careful comparison І am quite unable to distinguish a 
series of specimens from Aruba, Curagao, Bonaire, and other of the 
islands to the east ward from a series of Santa Marta skins, there being 
no differences obvious in either size or color. Dr. Ernst Hartert 
has described the bird from these islands under the name Columbz- 
gallina passerina perpallida, which seems to be a pure synonym of 
C. p. albivitta, contrary to what might be expected in view of the 
development of so many insular forms on the islands in question. 
Evidently Dr. Hartert could have had no specimens from the north 
Colombian coast for comparison, or he would not have been led into 
taking this unnecessary step. The large series of the present form 
from these islands in the collection of the Field Museum shows the 
usual range of variation for this species. The palest birds are those 
from the island of Orchilla, but the rough condition of many of the 
skins forbids satisfactory comparison. 


Chamepelia passerina antillarum Lowe. 


“Lesser Turtle” Ligon, A true and exact History of the Islands of Barbados, 1673, 
бо (Barbados).—Huanes, The Natural History of Barbados, 1750, 70 (descr.; 


habits). 
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“La petite Tourterelle” LiGon, Histoire del'isle des Barbades, 1674, 101 (Barbados). 

""Turtur barbadensis minimus" WILLUGHBY, Ornithologia, 1676, 135, pl. 36, excl. 
syn. (Barbados; descr.; habits)—Ray, Syn. Avium, 1713, 62, No. 5 (ex Wil- 
lughby). 

"Least Barbados Turtle" Ray, Willughby’s Ornithology, 1678, 184, pl. 36, excl. 
syn. (Barbados; descr.; habits). 

Columba passerina LINN-EUS, Syst. Nat., ed. 10, 1, 1758, 165, part (ex Ray and 
Willughby); ed. 12, I, 1766, 285, part (reprint).— GMELIN, Syst. Nat., 1, ii, 
1789, 787. part (ex Ray and Willughby). 

Chame pelia passerina SCHOMBURGK, History of Barbados, 1848, 681 (Barbados). 
—SCLATER, Proc. Zoól. Soc. London, 1874, 175 (Barbados).—LAWRENCE, Proc. 
С. S. Nat. Mus., I, 1578; 196 (St. Vincent); I, 1879, 276 (St. George, Grenada; 
habits), 487, part (St. Vincent; Grenada).—ListTER, Ibis, 1880, 43 (St. Vincent). 
— Conv, List Birds W. Indies, 1885, 24, part ('Antilles").—FEILDEN, Ibis, 
1889, 480, 490 (Barbados; habits)).—SarvAponi, Cat. Birds Brit. Mus., XXI, 
1893, 473, part (Grenada; Becqura; Mustique; St. Vincent; Barbados).—Oa Es, 
Cat. Birds’ Eggs Brit. Mus., І, 1901, 101, part (Barbados).—LoweE, Ibis, 1907, 
I15, in text, part (Grenada; crit.). 

Cheme pelia trochila (not of Bonaparte) Gray, List Birds Brit. Mus., Columbae, 1856, 
50 (Barbados).—Gray, Hand-List Birds, II, 1870, 240 (Barbados). 

Columbigallina passerina Cory, Ibis, 1886, 472 (Barbados).— WELLs, List Birds 
Grenada, 1886, 7 (Grenada).— WELLS, Proc. U. S. Nat. Mus., IX, 1887, 625 
(Grenada; habits).—Cory, Auk, IV, 1887, 116, part (references).—Cory, Birds 
W. Indies, 1889, 217, part (references).— BERLEPSCH, Journ. f. Orn., XL, 1802, 
97, part (Grenada; crit.), 102, part (Grenada; St. Vincent; Barbados.)—CoR v, 
Cat. W. Indian Birds, 1892, 97, part (Bequia; Canonam; Carriacou; Grenada; 
Barbados).—Dusors, Syn. Avium, 11, 1902, 763, part (" Antilles"; crit.).— 
(WeLLs?], Grenada Handbook, 1902, 141 (Grenada).—WELLS, Auk, ХІХ, 1902, 
344 (Carriacou; habits).—l[ ?], ХУ. Indian Bull., V, 1904, 88 (St. Vincent). 
—(WELLS 2], Grenada Handbook, 1904, 147 (Grenada), 149 (Carriacou). 

Chame pelia trochila HARTERT, Ibis, 1893, 305, in text (crit.). 

“Ground Dove” | ?], W. Indian Bull., IV, 1903, 136 (Barbados). 

Columbigallina passerina trochila RILEY, Smiths. Misc. Coll, Quarterly Issue, 
XLVII, 1904, 281, part (St. Vincent; Grenada; meas.; crit.).—CLARKk, Proc. 
Boston Soc. Nat. Hist., XXXII, 1905, 262 (Barbados; St. Vincent; Grenada; 
Grenadines; habits), 302 (Barbados), 303 (St. Vincent), 304 (Grenadines), 306 
(Grenada). 

Chame pelia jamaicensis (not of Maynard) Lowe, Ibis, 1908, 111, part (Grenada; 
crit.). 

Chame pelia antillarum Lowe, Bull. Brit. Orn. Club, ХХІ, 1008, rog (Barbados; 
Grenada; St. Vincent; orig. descr.; type in collection P. R. Lowe).—LowtE, Ibis, 
1909, 306 (Barbados; St. Vincent; Grenada; crit.). 


Subspecific characters.— Male: most nearly resembling C. p. albivitta 
in the color of the under parts, and having the same peculiar lavender- 
gray cast, but slightly deeper or darker, the posterior under parts, 
and particularly the under tail-coverts, with much less white; bill 
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wholly dark (in skin), clear olive or olive-brown (basally) іп life. 
Above, averaging slightly more grayish than in C. p. albivitta, the 
wing-coverts especially. Female very similar above to C. p. albivitta, 
but very different below, about as in C. p. neglecta, but rather paler 
brown, and breast more conspicuously squamate, by reason of the 
sharper contrast between the dark centers and paler edgings of the 
feathers; bill as in the male. 

Measurements.— Male: wing, 78-82 (average, 80); tail, 53-58 (50); 
exposed culmen, II.5-13 (12); tarsus, I6.5-17.5 (16.8). Female: 
wing, 76-81 (79): tail, 51-60 (55); exposed culmen, 11.5-12.5 (12); 
tarsus, 16-17.5 (16.7). 

Range.—Southern Lesser Antilles, from Grenada north to St. 
Vincent апа Barbados. 

Remarks.— The history of this form dates back at least to 1673, 
when it was recorded by Ligon from the island of Barbados, under 
the name “Lesser Turtle." This was doubtless the chief basis for 
sundry later references pertaining to the "Caribbean Islands." In 
more recent years it has been reported from the other islands of the 
southern Lesser Antiles, St. Vincent, Grenada, the Grenadines, 
etc., but not until 1908 was it recognized as a distinct form. Dr. 
Percy R. Lowe, who was the original! describer, compared it with the 
bird from the Bermudas, whereas, as a matter of fact, it is much closer 
to the form from northern South America, being in fact intermediate 
between that and C. p. trochila from the more northern Lesser Antilles. 
As previously noted, specimens from the eastern part of tlie range of 
C. p. albivitta grade into C. p. griscola 1o the southward, while to the 
northward they would seem rather to approach C. p. antillarum. 
Thus, a female from La Guaira, Venezuela (No. 172,865, Collection 
U. S. National Museum), is practically indistinguishable from the 
latter, except. bv its slightly more brownish coloration above and 
yellowish bill. Examples from the island of Santa Lucia, on the 
other hand, are distinctly intermediate between the present form aud 
C. p. trochila, 10 which, on the whole, they are better referred. Mr- 
Austin H. Clark advises me that birds (rom the more southern islands 
have been introduced on Santa Lucia and elsewhere within recent 
years, which of course tends to complicate the question and obscure 
the differences which naturally exist. 
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Chamepelia passerina trochila Bonaparte. 


“Ortolan” pu TERTRE, Histoire Générale des Isles de S. Christophie, de la Guade- 
loupe, de la Martinique, et autres dans l'Amérique, 1654, 316 (Martinique).— 
pu TERTRE, Histoire Générale des Antilles habitées par les Francais, 11, 1667, 254 
(Martinique). 

Columba passerina (not of Linnawus) FAHLBERG, Kongl. Vetensk. Acad. Nya 
Handlingar, VII, 1786, 253 (St. Bartholomew).—TEMMINCK, іп TEMMINCK and 
Кктр, Pigeons, I, 1808-11, Colombi-gallines, 24, part, pls. 13-14 (“ Iles Caraibes” 
and Porto Rico).—LEpRv, Voyage aux Iles de Ténériffe, la Trinité, Saint- 
Thomas, Sainte-Croix et Porto-Rieco, II, 1810, 39 (St. Thomas; St. Croix; Porto 
Rico).— TEMMiNCK, Hist. Nat. Сеп. Pigeons et Gallinaces, I, 1813, 425, part 
(“Iles Caraibes” and Porto Rico).—ViEILLOT, Nouv. Dict. d'Hist. Nat., XXVI 
1818, 401, part (Martinique).—DEsMaRnEsT, Dict. Sci. Nat., XL, 1826, 308,, 
part (Porto Rico).—LEssoN, Compl. de Buffon, Oiseaux, VIII, 1837, 12, part 
(Porto Кісо).-Ввхахт, Proc. Boston Soc. Nat. Hist., X, 1866, 257 (Porto 
Rico).—BRvANT, Journ. f. Orn., XIV, 1866, 191 (Porto Rico).—SUNDEVALL, 
Су. Kongl. Vet.-Akad. Forh., “1860,” 1870, 586, part (St. Bartholomew), бот 
(Porto Rico).—GUNDLACH, Journ. f. Orn, XXII, 1874, 308 (Porto Rico, ex 
Bryant).—LAWRENCE, Proc. Г. S. Nat. Mus., I, 1870. 450 (Guadeloupe, fide 
L'Herminier). 

“Ground Dove" Atwoon, History of the Island of Dominica, 1791, 28 (Dominica, 
habits). 

Columba passeris (lapsus) KNox, A Historical Account of St. Thomas, 1852, 221 

^ (St. Thomas). 

Chame pelia trochila BONAPARTE, Consp. Avium, 11, 1854, 77 (Martinique; orig. 
descr.; type in collection Paris Museum).—BoNAPARTE, Compt. Rend., XL; 
1855, 21, 220 (Martinique; descr.).—N EWwTON, Ibis, 1859, 253, part (St. Croix; 
St. Thomas; crit.; habits), 375 (St. Croix), 377 (St. Thomas).—Cassin, Proc. 
Acad. Nat. Sci. Philadelphia, 1860, 378 (St. Thomas).—SCLATER, Ibis, 1862, 289 
(Martinique).—ScLATER and SEMPER, Proc. Zoól. бос. London, 1872, 653 (Santa 
Lucia: habits; crit.). 

Chamaépelia trochilia (lapsus) BURMEISTER, Syst. Ueber. Thiere Bras., Vögel, Il, 
1856, 206, footnote (Martinique: diag.; ex Bonaparte). 

Pyrgitoénas trochila REICHENBACH, Tauben, 1862, 14 (Martinique; descr.; ex 
Bonaparte). 

Chameopelia trochila TAYLOR, Ibis, 1864, туг (Porto Rico; St. Thomas; crit.). 

Chame pelia trochilea? (lapsus) SCLATER, Proc. 2001. Soc. London, 1871, 266 (Santa 
Lucia). 

‘Chame pelia passerina BELLO and Esprnosa, Zoól. Garten, XII, 1871, 348 (Porto 
Rico).—GuwNnLaAcH, Journ. f. Orn., XXII, 1874, 313 (Porto Rico).—LAWRENCE, 
Forest and Stream, IX, 1877, 345 (Dominica).—GuNprLACH, Journ. f. Orn., 
XXVI, 1878, 161, 186 (Porto Кісо).—СохоіАСИ, An. Soc. Esp. Hist. Nat., 
VII, 1878, 349 (Porto Rico; habits; syn.).—LAWRENCE, Proc. U. 5. Nat. Миѕ., 
J, 1878, 67 (Dominica), 237 (Antigua), 241 (Barbuda); I, 1879, 360 (Martinique), 
460 (Guadeloupe; habits), 487, part (Barbuda; Antigua; Guadeloupe; Dominica; 
Martinique).—ALLEN, Bull. Nuttall Orn. Club, V, 1880, 169 (Santa Lucia).— 
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MipGwav, Proc. U. S. Nat, Mus., VII, 1884, 172 (St. Thomas).—Cory, List 
Birds W. Indies, 1885, 24, part ('"Antilles").—scLATER, Proc. Zoól. Sac. 
London, 1889, 326 (Dominica), 395 (Santa Lucia); 1892, 500 (Xnguilla).— 
SALVADORI, Cat. Birds Brit. Миѕ., ХХІ, 1893. 473. part (Santa Lucia; Do- 
minica; Guadeloupe; St. Kitts; Tortola; Anguilla; Virgin Gorda; St. Thomas; 
Porto Еісо).--Олтвв, Cat. Birds’ Eggs Brit. Mus., 1, 1901, 101, part (St. Croix). 
—NICOLL, Ibis, 1004, 570 (Roseau Harbor, Dominica; crit.), 572 (Montserrat; 
crit.), 575, in text, 576 (St. Croix).—LowE, Ibis, 1907, 116, in text, part (Porto 
Rico; St. Thomas; St. Croix; St. Kitts; Dominica; crit.). 

Peristera passerina SCHLEGEL, Mus. Pays-Bas, Columbo, IV, 1873, 135, part (St. 
Thomas). 

Columbigallina passerina Cory, Ibis, 1886, 474 (Désirade).—Cory, Auk, IV, 1887, 
96 (Martinique), 116, part (“Antilles’’; references).—CoRv, Birds W. Indies, 
1889, 217, part (" Antilles"; references).—Cory, Auk, VII, 1890, 374 (Anegada), 
375 (Tortola; Virgin Gorda); VIII, 1891, 47 (Antigua), 48 (St. Croix; St. Kitts; 
Guadeloupe).—BE&RLEPscH, Journ. I. Orn., XL, 1892, 102, part (Santa Lucia; 
Martinique; St. Thomas).— Conv, Cat. Birds W. Indies, 1892, 97, part (Porto 
Rico; Tortola, Virgin Gorda; Anegada; St. Croix; St. Bartholomew; St. Eus- 
tatius; Montserrat; Guadeloupe; Désirade; Dominica; Martinique; Santa 
Lucia).—VERRILL, Trans. Connecticut Acad. Sci, VIII, 1893. 324, 349 (Do- 
minica).—BownpisH, Oólogist, XVI, 1900, 72 (Vieques І., Porto Rico). —IIARTERT, 
Nov. Zoól. IX, 1902, 276, in text (St. Thomas).—D Bois, Syn. Avium, 11, 
1902, 763, part (“ Antilles"; crit.).—DBownpisH, Auk, ХІХ, 1902, 361, part (San 
Juan and Aguadillas, Porto Rico; nesting). ` 

Columbigallina passerina socorrensis? (lapsus) (not of Ridgway) HARTERT, Ibis, 
1893, 305, іп text (Porto Rico [and St. Thomas]). 

Columbigallina passerina trochila RiLEY, Smiths. Misc. Coll, Quarterly Issue, 
XLVII, 1904, 281, part (Barbuda; Antigua; St. Bartholomew; St. Kitts; 
St. Eustatius; Guadeloupe; Dominica; meas.; crit.).—VERRILL, Addition to the 
Avifauna of Dominica, etc., 1905, [16, 23] (Roseau, Dominica). 

Chame pelia portoricensis LOWE, Ibis, 1908, 108 (Guanica, Porto Rico; orig. descr. ; 
type in collection P. R. Lowe), 545, in text (St. Thomas). 

Chame pelia jamaicensis (not of Maynard) Lowe, Ibis, 1908, 111, part (St. Thomas 
St. Kitts; Dominica; crit.). 

Chame pelia passerina trochila CLARK, W. Indian Bull., XI. 1911, 183, (188) (Santa 
Lucia). 


> 


Subspecific characters.— Male: similar to С. p. antillarum, but color 
of upper parts slightly darker and more olivaceous gray: wing-coverts 
more decidedly vinaceous; forehead and sides of head deeper vinaceous; 
under parts more cinnamon vinaceous, without any lavender-gray 
cast; and remiges more extensively rufous chestnut externally, with 
narrower black edgings. Тһе female also averages rather darker, 
more olivaceous gray above, and has the remiges more extensively 
rufous chestnut externally. Basal two-thirds of bill (in both sexes?) 
crimson in life, dark in dry skin. 
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Measurements.—Male (eighteen specimens): wing 77-83 (average, 
80); tail, 53-63 (57.5); exposed culmen, 10.5-12 (11.1); tarsus, 15-17 
(16). Female: wing, 77-85 (80); tail, 51-62 (56); exposed culmen, 
11-12.5 (11.3); tarsus, 15-17.5 (15.7). 

Range.—Island of Porto Rico, and Lesser Antilles south to Santa 
Lucia. 

Remarks.— That two forms of the Ground Dove inhabit the Lesser 
Antilles is perfectly apparent upon even a casual comparison of a 
series from the more southern islands of the group, Grenada, Car- 
riacou, Bequia, etc., with another from Antigua and Barbuda, the 
general differences being well marked. Unfortunately from Mar- 
tinique, the type locality of Chamepelia trochila Bonaparte, no adult 
males are available, but two females examined seem referable to the 
northern form. Moreover, as previously noted, while birds from 
Santa Lucia are somewhat intermediate, a series from Dominica is 
quite obviously closer in general coloration to the Antigua and Barbuda 
birds. [n view of these considerations it seems quite safe to adopt the 
name frochila, based on the bird of the intermediate island of Martin- 
ique, for the northern form. It is simply one of the many cases in 
which, paradoxically speaking, the bird from the type locality is not 
typical! 

Тһе character of the extent of the rufous chestnut on the outer 
webs of the remiges, to which Mr. Riley has called attention, is one 
upon which no dependence can be placed so far as C. p. passerina is 
‘concerned, as previously shown, and this is true also of the other 
forms so far considered. It is somewhat surprising, therefore, to find 
that in this particular case it is a fairly constant diagnostic character 
in both sexes, serving to separate the two Lesser Antillean forms 
from each other. 

'This form varies to some extent geographically, but scarcely 
enough to justify further «subdivision. Birds from Dominica, for 
example, show less vinaceous tinge on the wing-coverts than do those 
from farther north, the approach of course being to C. p. antillarum. 
On the other hand, St. Thomas examples are rather more brightly 
colored in this respect. After careful comparison of a good series 
from Porto Rico I believe they should also be referred to this form, 
although the males differ in being rather more "solid" vinaceous below 
—due to the slightly darker tips of the throat and breast feathers— 
while the wing-coverts average more decidedly vinaceous, and the 
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rufous chestnut edgings of the remiges are less extensive. Females 
are quite indistinguishable. Dr. Lowe, in describing the Porto 
Rican bird, bases his diagnosis mainly upon the color of the bill, 
which he says із (when perfectly fresh) crimson at the base, “the tip 
varying from brownish black to black. The crimson colour occupies 
at least two-thirds of the hinder end of the bill, running abruptly up 
to the black tip." In extending the distribution of this form to include 


Martinique—a step which, in spite of the range of variation exhibited 


by birds from the different islands, seems fully justified by the series 
I have studied, the name portoricensis proposed by Dr. Lowe neces- 
sarily becomes a svnonym of Bonaparte's much earlier appellation. 
Unless it can be shown that the color of the bill is not correlated with 
other color-characters, and is constantly different in birds from Porto 
Rico and St. Thomas as compared with those from the islands to the 
southward, І can see no way to avold merging the birds from all these 
various islands under one head. 


Cheemepelia passerina aflavida (Palmer and Riley). 


"'Turtur parvus americanus” Brisson, Orn., I, 1760, 113, part (“Insula Domini- 
copoli '). 

"Petite Touterelle de St. Dominique" D'AUBENTON, Pl. Enlum., 1770-86, 243, 
fig. 1. 

Columba passerina LINN.EUS, Syst. Nat., ей. 12, |, 1766, 285, part (ex Brisson).— 
GMELIN, Syst. Nat., I, ii, 1789, 787, part (ex Brisson).— TEMMINCE, іп ТЕМ- 
MINCK and Кмар, Pigeons, I, 1808-11, Colombi-gallines, 24, part, pls. 13-14 
("Saint Domingue,” fide Vieillot).—' T'ExMINCE, Hist. Nat. Pigeons et Gallinaces, 
I, 1813, 425, part ("Saint Domingue,” fide Vieillot).—ViriLLoT, Nouv. Dict. 
d'Hist. Nat., XXVI, 1818, 401, part (Santo Domingo and Greater Antilles). 
—VIEILLOT, Gal. Oiseaux, 1, 1825, 333, part, pl. 196 (Santo Domingo).—DEs- 
MAREST, Dict. Sci. Nat., XL, 1826, 308, part (Santo Domingo).—H EARNE, 
Proc. 2091. Soc. London, 1835, 110 (Haiti).—R1TTER, Reise nach Haiti, 1836, 156 
(Haiti).—LErssow, Compl. de Buffon, Oiseaux, VIII, 1837, 12, part (Santo 
Domingo); ed. 2, 1838, 272.—D'OnBiGNv, in La Sagra's Hist. Nat. Cuba, 
Oiseaux, 111, 1839, 131 (Cuba).— TEN MINCK, РІ. Col. І, Tabl. Méth., 1840, 81.- 
Пехху, Proc. Zoól. Soc. London, 1847, 38, part (Cuba, in geog. distr.).—DoEv, 
Mem. Real. Soc. Econom. Habana, (2), VIT, 1848, 104 (Cuba).—LEMBEVYE, 
Aves Isla Cuba, 1850, 132 (Cuba).—PoEv, Memorias sobre la Historia Natural 
de la Isla de Cuba, I, 1851, 427 (Isle of Pines).—THIENEMANN, Journ. f. Orn., 
V, 1857, 154 (Cuba; descr. eggs). Saussure, Rev. et Mag. de Zoól., 1859, 121 
(Haiti).—BRYANT, Proc. Boston Soc. Nat. list., XI. 1867, 96 (Santo Domingo). 
—SUNDEVALL, (Efv, Kongl. Vet.-Akad. Fórh., “ 1869," 1870, 586, part (Haiti; 
crit.).—GUNDLACH, An. Hist. Nat., 1873, 146 (Cuba; habits). 

(2) Chamepelia hortulana WÜRTTEMBERG, Naumannia, 11, ii, 1352, 56 (Haiti; 
orig. descr.; type probably lost). 
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Chamepelia passerina LICHTENSTEIN, Nom. Avium Миз. Zoól. Berol., 1854, 82, 
part (Cuba).—Gvuxpracn, Journ. f. Orn., IV, 1856, 111 (Cuba; descr.; habits). 
—SALLE, Proc. Zoól. Soc. London, 1857, 236 (Santo Domingo).—BREWER, 
Proc. Boston Soc. Nat. Hist., VII, 1860, 307 (Cuba, fide Gundlach).-—GUxn- 
LACH, Journ. f. Orn., ІХ, 1861, 336 (Cuba).—Gunp acu, іп Poey's Rep. Fis.- 
Nat. Cuba, 1865-6, зоо (Cuba; habits).—BatRb, Am. Journ. Sci. and Arts, 
XLI, 1866, 188, part (Cuba, in geog. distr.).— BArIRD, Ibis, 1867, 276, part (Cuba, 
in geog. distr. —PELZELN, Orn. Bras., 1870, 277, footnote, part (Santo Domingo). 
—GuNDLACH, Journ. f. Orn., XXII, 1874, 206 (Cuba; habits).—GUNDLACH, 
Contribucion Ornitologia Cubana, 1876, 7, 13, 136 (Cuba; habits; nesting), 279 
(syn.).—CoRv, Bull. Nuttall Orn. Club, VI, 1881, 154 (Haiti).—TRISTRAM, 
Ibis, 1884, 168 (Santo Domingo).—Cory, List Birds W. Indies, 1885, 24, part 
( Antilles").—Conv, Birds Haiti and San Domingo, 1885, 127, excl. syn. part 
(Haiti and Santo Domingo).—SaLvaponI, Cat. Birds Brit. Mus., XXI, 1893, 
473. part (Port-au-Prince, Haiti; Santo Domingo; San Cristobal, Cuba).— 
Снвтѕтү, Ibis, 1897, 335 (La Vega, Santo Domingo; habits; food).—MENEGAUX, 
Revue Franc. d'Orn , No. 2, 1909, 31 (Figuabas, Cuba). 

Pyrgitoénas passerina REICHENBACH, Tauben, 1862, 162, part (Santo Domingo, 
ex Salle), 

Peristera passerina SCHLEGEL, Mus. Pays-Bas, Columbe, IV, 1873, 135, part 
(Haiti). 

Columbigallina passerina Cory, Auk, IV, 1887, 116, part (“ Antilles"; references). 
—Cory, Birds W. Indies, 1889, 217, part (" Antilles"; references). —GUNDLACH, 
Auk, VIII, 1891, 190 (Cuba; abnormal plumage).—Cory, Auk, VIII, 1801, 203. 
294 (San Domingo, Cuba).—BEnLE»scH, Journ. f. Orn., XL, 1802, 97, part 
(Santo Domingo; crit.), 102 (Greater Antilles, part).— Conv, Auk, IX, 1892, 272 
(Havana and San Diego de los Bafios, Cuba).—Conv, Cat. W. Indian Birds, 
1892, 97, part (Cuba; Isle of Pines; Haiti; Santo Domingo).—CnaPMaw, Bull. 
Am. Mus. Nat. Hist., IV, 1892, 292 (Trinidad, Cuba; crit.).—GUNDLACH, Orn. 
Cubana, 1893, 164 (Cuba; descr.; habits).—CHERRIE, Field Mus. Orn. Series, I, 
1896, 24 (Santo Domingo).—DuBors, Syn. Avium, 11, 1902, 763, part (" Antil- 
les" s erit.). 

Columbigallina passerina aflavida PALMER апа RiLEY, Proc. Biol. Soc. Wash., XV, 
1902, 33 (San Diego de los Baíios, Cuba; orig. descr.; type in collection U. S. 
National Museum).—BaNcs and 2АРРЕҮ, Am. Nat., XXXIX, 1905, 197 (Cal- 
lebonita, Hospital, Jucaro, and San Juan, Isle of Pines).—REAp, Odlogist, 
XXVIII, 1911, 3, 16 (McKinley, Isle of Pines). 

Columbigallina aflavida MAYNARD, Cat. Birds W. Indies, Second Appendix, 1903, 
35 (Cuba). 

Сһатафейа aflavida LOWE, Ibis, 1907, 116, in text (crit.). 

Chame pelia axantha Lowe, 1015, 1908, 114 (new name for aflavida Palmer and 
Riley; Havana and Matanzas, Cuba). 

Chame pelia passerina MENEGAUX, Bull. Mus. d'Hist. Nat., ХУ, 1909, 238 (Cuba), 

* Ground Dove" READ, Oólogist, XXVI, 1909, 57, 55, 75 (Isle of Pines); XXVII. 
тото, 5 (Nuevas River, Isle of Pines), 42 (Isle of Pines), 84 (“Таз Tres Moun- 
tains," Isle of Pines). 

Chamepelia passerina aflavida READ, Bird-Lore, ХИП, 1911, 44 (McKinley, Isle of 
Pines); NV, 1913, 45 (Santa Barbara, Isle of Pines). 
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Subs pecific characters.— Intermediate in general coloration between 
C. p. antillarum and C. p. trochila, but bill in life different from cither, 
being black except at the extreme base, which is washed with crimson. 

Measurements.—Male: wing, 77-86 (average, 81); tail, 55-61 (58); 
exposed culmen, 10.5-12 (11.2); tarsus, 15-16.5 (15.0). Female: 
wing, 81-85 (52.5): tail, 54-60 (57); exposed culmen, 11-12 (11.6); 
tarsus, 15-16 (15.4). 

Range.—Cuba (including Isle of Pines) and Haiti; accidental in 
Jamaica. 

Remarks.—The range of variation in this subspecies is considerable, 
and renders a more definite diagnosis than the above impracticable. 
In general, however, the vinaceous of the under parts has a slight 
lavender gray cast, less decided than in C. p. antillarum, and there is 
more vinaceous on the wing-coverts. These differences, however, are 
only average ones, and are obvious only when a sufficiently large series 
is compared to eliminate the factor of individual variation. On the 
other hand, Porto Rican examples of C. p. trochila approach the present 
form rather closely in their characters, but are somewhat darker and 
more vinaceous. Іп fact, the three forms under discussion merge 
into one another to such an extent that their satisfactory discrimi- 
nation from dry skins in very difficult, and in the case of some par- 
ticular specimens quite impossible, so subtle are the visible differential 
characters. То take the other horn of the dilemma, however, апа 
"lump" the Ground Doves from Cuba, Haiti, Porto Rico, and the 
Lesser Antilles under the oldest name, would be to render their 
satisfactory collective diagnosis still more difficult, so that, on the 
whole, after careful consideration of the entire case, I have decided 
to recognize the three forms as here given, relying for their dis- 
crimination mainly on the data given by Dr. Lowe and other careful 
observers concerning the color of the bill in life, which would seem to 
be at least fairly constant. In the few instances where the labels 
give the colors of the soft parts the iris is marked as brown, hazel, 
light hazel, and yellow, instead of red or pink, as usual in this species. 

Careful examination of a series from llaiti and Santo Domingo 
discloses no differences sufficient to separate them from the Cuban 
bird, although the usual range of variation is exhibited. Some speci- 
mens, indeed, are fully as pale as C. p. exigua, but their measurements 
average larger. In 1852 the Prince von Württemberg referred to a 
dove from Haiti under the name Chamapelia hortulana, his description 
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being merely ‘‘grésser als passerina ''—barely sufficient to take his 
name out of Ше nomen nudum class, and of itself unidentifiable, inas- 
much as it leaves reason to believe that his bird may not have been a 
Chemepelia at all! Were the actual type available, Wiirttemberg’s 
name might be accepted for the present race, but the type would seem 
to have been lost through the dispersal of his collection? Accordingly, 
we are perfectly justified in falling back on Columbigallina passerina 
aflavida of Palmer and Riley (1902), who were the first to definitely 
point out the distinctive characters of the Cuban bird as compared 
with that of neighboring regions, although ten years previously Mr. 
Chapman had called attention to the matter. In 1908 Dr. Lowe, not 
liking the hybrid name aflavida, renamed the form axantha. 

A single example from Kingston, Jamaica (No. 14,785, Bangs Col- 
lection, February 21, 1906), belongs unquestionably to the present 
form, and was doubtless a straggler from Cuba or Haiti. 


Chemepelia passerina insularis (Ridgway). 


Columbigallina passerina (not Columba passerina Linnæus) Cory, Auk, ІП, 1886, 
502 (Grand Cayman); IV, 1887, 116, part (“ Antilles”; reference); VI, 1889, 
32 (Cayman Brac).—Cory, Birds W. Indies, 1880, 217, part (“ Antilles"; 
reference).— Conv, Cat. W. Indian Birds, 1892, 97, part (Grand Cayman; Little 
Cayman; Cayman Brac) 139, part (crit.).—Dusois, Syn. Avium, 11, 1902, 763, 
part (“ Antilles"; crit.). 

Columbigallina passerina insularis RipGWAY, Proc. U. S. Nat. Mus., X, 1887, 574 
(Grand Cayman; orig. descr.; type in collection U. S. National Museum).— 
Cory, Birds W. Indies, 1889, 297 (Grand Cayman; Cayman Brac; crit.).— 
BERLEPsCH, Journ. f. Orn., XL, 1892, 98, in text (crit.). —HARTERT, Ibis, 1893, 
305, in text (crit.). 

Chamepelia passerina SALVADORI, Cat. Birds Brit. Mus., XXI, 1893, 473, part 
(Grand Cayman).—NicoOLL, Ibis, 1904, 585 (Grand Cayman; crit.).—LowE, 
Ibis, 1907, 116, in text, part (Cayman Islands; crit.). 

Chame pelia insularis SHARPE, Hand-List Birds, J, 1899, 82 ("Great" Cayman). 
—LoweE, Ibis, 1908, 113 (Cayman Islands; crit.). 

Columbigallina insularis NAvNARD, Cat. Birds W. Indies, 1903, 7 (Grand Cayman). 

Chamepelia passerina insularis Lowe, Ibis, 1007, 116, іп text (Cayman Islands; 
crit.). 

Chame pelia jamaicensis (not of Maynard) Lowe, Ibis, 1908, 111, part (Cayman 
Islands; crit.); 1000, 341 (Grand Cayman; crit.); тогг, 145 (Cayman Islands; 
references). 


Subspecific characters.—Male: similar to C. p. aflavida, but slightly 


?] am greatly indebted to Mr. C. E. Hellmayr for his efforts in my behalf to 
locate the type specimen in question. ј 
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less purplish vinaceous below, and bill usually extensively yellowish 
at base (in skin). 

Measurements —Male (seven specimens): wing, 80-84 (average, 
82); tail, 53-60 (57); exposed culmen, 11-12 (11.1); tarsus, 13-16.5 
(15.6). Female (four specimens): wing, 78-83 (81); tail, 55-60 (57); 
exposed culmen, 10-11.5 (11); tarsus, 15. 

Range.—Islands of Grand Cayman, Little Cayman, and Cayman 
Brac, West Indies. 

Remarks.—When Mr. Ridgway discriminated this form in 1587 he 
had no specimens of the Ground Dove from Cuba or Jamaica, and 
made his comparison with Bahaman birds. Тһе type is a very pale 
individual—fully as pale above as the average of C. p. pallescens—but 
other specimens are darker. Three of the skins before me have the 


„ 


color of the bill marked as “brown,” “dull red," апа “red” respec- 
tively. This fails to substantiate Mr. Ridgway's guess as to the 
color of the bill in life, upon which he mainly based his distinction. 
The character is more or less apparent in the dry skin, however, but 
is not constant. Тһе bestowal of a name upon the present form has 
given rise to considerable discussion as to its status. Dr. Lowe has 
insisted that it must be identical with the Jamaican bird (in which 
case the latter would have to be called C. p. insularis), but in the 
writer's judgment it is much closer to the Cuban bird instead, so far 
at least as general coloration is concerned, females being practically 
indistinguishable. On the other hand, as remarked under the head 
of C. p. pallescens, some specimens of the latter from Cozumel Island, 
Yucatan, apparently show a marked approach to C. p. insularis in 
the color of the bill, and at least one specimen from Cozumel (No. 
129,614, Collection U. S. National Museum) is fully as small as 
C. p. insularis. 

The status of examples from Little Cayman and Cayman Brac is 
further open to question, and they are ranged here only provisionally. 
А small series from Cayman Brac is so badly discolored by the pre- 
servative as to be entirely unfit for comparison, while a pair from 
Little Cayman are perhaps nearer the present form. Until more and 
better material from all three islands is available, however, it will be 
difficult to come to any more certain conclusion with reference to the 
characters of insularis and its claims to recognition as a distinct 
subspecies. Ав might be expected, it is intermediate between C. f. 
aflavida and C. p. jamaicensis, and it may eventually be found desir- 


able to unite it with the former. 
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Chamepelia passerina jamaicensis (Maynard). 


“Turtur minimus guttatus“ SLOANE, Jamaica, lI, 1725. 305, pl. 261, fig. 3 (Ja- 
maica; descr.; habits). 

“Ground Dove, Columba ro" Browne, Civil and Natural History of Jamaica, 
1756, 469 (Jamaica). 

Columba passerina LINN.EUS, Syst. Nat., ed. то, I, 1758, 165, part (ex Sloane); ed. 
12, 1766, 285, part (reprint orig. descr.).—BROWNE, Civil and Natural History 
of Jamaica, ed. 2, 1789, Index No. 111, [30] (Jamaica).—GMELIN, Syst. Nat., 
I, ii, 1789, 787, part (ех Sloane and Browne).—DENNY, Proc. Zoól. Soc. London, 
1847, 38, part (Jamaica).— PALMER, Osprey, V, 1901, 148, in text (Jamaica; crit.). 
—BERLEPSCH, Nov. Zoól., XV, 1008, 295, in synonymy (crit.). 

“Ground Turtle" LATHAM, Gen. Syn. Birds, II, ii, 1783, 659, part (Jamaica, ex 
Sloane). 

Сһатерейа passerina GRAY, List СаШпае Brit. Mus., 1844, 14, part (Jamaica). 
Gosse, Birds Jamaica, 1847, 311 (Spanish Town, Jamaica; habits).—HARTLAUB, 
Isis, XLI, 1848, 405 (Jamaica, ex Gosse).—GossE, Naturalist's Sojourn in 
Jamaica, 1851, 173 (Jamaica).— BONAPARTE, Consp. Avium, II, 1854, 77, part 
(Jamaica, in geog. distr.).—ScLATER, Proc. Zoól. Soc. London, 1861, 80 (Та- 
maica).—ALBRECHT, Journ. f. Orn., X, 1862, 204 (Jamaica, fide Gosse).— M ARCH, 
Proc. Acad. Nat. Sci. Philadelphia, 1863, 302 (Jamaica; habits).—Bairp, Am. 
Journ. Sci. and Arts, (2), XLI, 1866, 188, part (Jamaica, in geog. distr.).— 
BAIRD, Ibis, 1867, 276, part (Jamaica, in geog. distr.).—PELZELN, Orn. Bras., 
1870, 277, footnote, part (Jamaica).—Batrp, BREWER, and Rincway, Hist. N. 
Am. Birds, II, 1875, 389, part (Jamaica, ех March).—Newron, Handbook 
Jamaica, 1881, 114 (Jamaica, ex Gosse and March).— Conv, List Birds W. 
Indies, 1885, 24, part (‘‘Antilles’’).—SaLvapor!, Cat. Birds Brit. Mus., XXI, 
1893, 473 (near Spanish Town, Jamaica).—SHARPE, Hand-List Birds, I, 1899, 
81 (Jamaica).—FoRBEs and Rostnson, Bull. Liverpool Mus., II, 1900, 141, 
part (Татаіса).--Олтев, Cat. Birds’ Eggs Brit. Mus., 1, тоот, 101, part (Ja- 
maica).—SALvIN and Сормам, Biol. Centr.-Am., Aves, ІП, 1902, 250, part 
(Jamaica; crit.) —LoweE, Ibis, 1907, 114, in text, part; 115, in text, part (Та- 
maica; crit.)—Lowe, Bull. Brit. Orn. Club, XXI, 1908, 110, in text, (crit.).— 
ӛсі.Атев, Hand-book of Jamaica, тото, 614 (Jamaica). 

Chemepelia passerina Gray, List Birds Brit. Mus., Columbae, 1856, 49, part (Jas 
maica).—GRav, Hand-List Birds, II, 1870, 239, part (Jamaica).—BOUCARD, 
Cat. Avium, 1876, 34, part (Jamaica)—KNowLtTon, Birds of the World, 1909, 
432, in text (Jamaica). 

Chame pelia trochila (not of Bonaparte) NEwTON, Ibis, 1859, 253, part (Jamaica; 
crit.). 

Pyrgitoénas trochila REICHENBACH, Tauben, 1862, 162 (Jamaican references). 

Pyrgitoénas passerina REICHENBACH, Tauben, 1862, 13, part (Jamaica, fide Lead- 
beater). 

Peristera passerina SCHLEGEL, Mus. Pays-Bas, Columba, IV, 1873, 135, part 
(Jamaica; syn.). 

Columbigallina passerina Cory, Auk, IV, 1887, 116, part (‘‘Antilles'’; references). 
—Cory, Birds W. Indies, 1889, 217, part (‘‘Antilles’’; references).—Cory, 
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Cat. W. Indian Birds, 1892, 97, part, 130, part (Jamaica).— Bi RLEPScH, Journ. 
f. Orn., XL, 1892, 07. footnote, part (Jamaica; crit.).—Scotr, Auk, ІХ, 1802, 
124 (Jamaica; erit.; habits)—CiarmMan, Bull. Аш. Mus, Nat Ilista IV. 1892, 
292 (Jamaica; сгі.).-Нактект, lbis, 1893, 304. 305, in text. (Jamaica; crit.) 
— PALMER, Yearbook U. S. Dept. Agric. for 1893, 1804, 04, in text (Jamaica). 
—AMERICAN ORNITHOLOGISTS’ UNION COMMITTEE, Ank, XI, 1894, 48, in text 
(Jamaica).—F1&rp, Auk, XI, 1894, 123 (Port Henderson, Jamaica; nesting). 
—Dvnors, Syn. Avium, 11, 1902, 763, part (" Antilles"; crit.).—PALMER and 
RirEv, Proc. Biol. Soc. Washington, XV, 1902, 34, in text (Jamaica; crit.). 

Columbigallina iamaicensis MAYNARD, Appendix to Catalogue Birds W. Indies, 
“1800.” 1900, 34 (Jamaica; orig. descr.; types “іп the Bryant Collection"). 
—MavNARD, Catalogue Birds W. Indies, 1903, 7 (Jamaica). 

Chame pelia jamaicensis Lowe, Bull. Brit. Orn. Club, XXI, 1908, 110, in text (crit.). 
—Lowe, Ibis, 1908, 111, part (Jamaica; crit.). 

Chemepelia passerina passerina AMERICAN ORNITHOLOGISTS’ UNION COMMITTEE, 
Check List N. Am. Birds, са. 3, 1910, 150 (‘‘extralimital’’ [= Jamaica]). 


" 


Subspecific characters.— Male: similar in general to C. p. aflavida, 
but bill extensively yellow at base (in skin), іп life varying from 
bright orange to yellow; vinaceous of under parts decidedly richer, 
almost brick-red; upper parts averaging slightly more brownish, and 
plunibeous area of crown and nape much duller, darker, and more 
restricted. Female indistinguishable from the same sex of C. f. 
aflavida except by the differently colored bill, which is vellow basally. 

Measurements.— Male: wing, 50-85 (average, 82); tail, 53-59 (56); 
exposed culmen, 10.5-12 (11); tarsus, 14-16 (15.5). Female: wing, 
79-85 (82); tail, 52-58 (56); exposed culmen, 10-12 (11.3); tarsus, 
13-16 (15.5). 

Range.—Island of Jamaica. 

Remarks.—In its general intensity of coloration and the richness of 
the vinaceous color below this very distinct form somewhat suggests 
the far-removed С. p. socorroénsis, but in the latter there is com- 
paratively very little vinaceous tinge to the wing-coverts, which is a 
prominent feature in the present form. The upper parts, too, are 
generally much grayer, less brownish, than in C. p. socorroénsis, while 
the bill is of course differently colored. The female is more grayish, 
less brownish above, than in the Socorro form, and generally paler 
below, with whiter under tail-coverts, and with the bill also differ- 
ently colored. Compared with C. p. passerina, the Jamaican bird is 
smaller, and the general coloration is richer, and has a ruddy cast. 
Apparently, however, the color of the bill is about the same in both. 
The series before me shows considerable variation, apparently of 
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a purely individual nature, a few specimens being decidedly paler 
below than the average, with a slight lavender gray tinge as in C. p. 
aflavida, but the series as а whole is sufficiently distinct from any 
other form. 

As early as 1725 Sloane gave a very fair account, accompanied by a 
figure, of the Jamaican Ground Dove, and his description was the 
first to be cited by Linnwus under the name Columba passerina. 
Mainly on this account Count von Berlepsch proposed to restrict the 
name to the Jamaican subspecies, and in this he was followed by 
Mr. Chapman. Mr. Maynard, however, arrived at a different con- 
clusion, and proceeded to give a new name to the Jamaican bird, 
which name must now be accepted, inasmuch as Bonaparte, as far 
back ав 1855, restricted the application of Linnzus' name to the form 
from eastern North America, as has been already pointed out. Mr. 
Maynard, however, compares the bird of Jamaica with that of the 
Bahamas, saving that the former is lighter in shade, whereas it is 
actually the reverse. 


Chemepelia passerina bahamensis Maynard. 


Chamepelia passerina (not Columba passerina Linneus) JARDINE, Jardine’s Contr. 
Orn., 1840, 79 (Bermuda).—Huropis, Jardine’s Contr. Orn., 1850, 6 (Bermuda). 
--Кеш, Bull. 25 U. 5. Nat. Mus., 1884, 225, excl. syn. and geog. distr. (Ber- 
muda; habits). 

Columba passerina BLAND, Ann. Report Smiths. Inst. for 1858, 1859, 287 (Bermuda). 
—Jones, Naturalist in Bermuda, 1859, 36, 70 (Bermuda; habits).—M ARTENS, 
Journ. f. Orn., VII, 1859, 216 (Bermuda, ex Јопеѕ). —Сорет, Bermuda, 1860, 194 
(Bermuda; habits). 

Chamepelia passerina BRYANT, Proc. Boston Soc. Nat. Hist., VII, 1859, 120 
(Bahama Is.).— ALBRECHT, Journ. f. Orn., IX, 1861, 55 (Bahama Is., ex Bryant). 
--Влікр, Am. Journ. Sci. and Arts, XLI, 1866, 188, part (Bahama Is., in geog- 
distr.), 342, 344 (Bermuda).—Bairp, Ibis, 1867, 276, part (Bahama Is., in 
geog. distr.), 287, 280 (Bermuda).—WALLACE, Geog. Distr. Animals, 11, 1876, 
135 (Bermuda).—Cory, Birds Bahama Is., 1880, 139, part (Miraporvos Is.; 
Bahama Is. in general; habits).—Conv, List Birds W. Indies, 1885, 24, part 
(Bahama Is.).—JENNINGS, Johns Hopkins University Circulars, VII, No. 63, 
1888, 39 (New Providence; Abaco).--TrisTRAM, Cat. Coll. Birds, 1880, 39, part 
(Bermuda).—Cory, Birds Bahama Is.. ed. 2, 1890, inserted page (Bahama Is.; 
crit.).—SALvADORI, Cat. Birds Brit. Mus., ХХІ, 1893, 473 (Bermuda).—OaTEs, 
Cat. Birds’ Eggs Brit. Mus., І, 1901, тог (Bermuda).—ForBES and ROBINSON, 
Bull. Liverpool Mus., II, 1900, 141, part (Bermuda).—BONHOTE, Auk, ХХ, 1903, 
177 (Bird Rock, Bahama Is.). 

Chamacpeleia passerina Cory, Birds Bahama EIs., 1880, 228, part ("Bahamas in 
general"). 
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“Ground Dove” Ives, The Isle of Suminer, or Nassau and the Bahamas, 1880, 257 
(Bahama Is.).— Вохпоте, Avic. Mag., n. s., I, 1903, 24 (northern Bahama Is.). 
—CrnaPMAN, Camps and Cruises of an Ornithologist, 1908, 152 (Bahama 15.). 

Columbigallina passerina Mitts, Canadian Record Science, 11, 1887, 352 (Green 
Turtle Cay, Abaco).—Cory, Auk, IV, 1887, 116, part (Bahama Is.; references). 
—Conv, Birds W. Indies, 1889, 217, part (Bahama Is.; references) —NokTHROP, 
Auk, VIII, 1891, 76 (Andros; New Providence; habits).—Cogv, Auk, VIII, 
1801, 29.) (New Providence). 295 (Berry Is.), 296 (Bimini Is.), 297 (Caicos Is.), 
298 (Abaco).— CHAPMAN, Am. Nat, XXV, 18091, 530 (Bahama Is.; faunal 
distribution). —Cory, Auk, IX, 1892, 48 (Maraguana).—Cory, Cat. W. Indian 
Birds, 1892, 97, part (Great Bahama; Abaco; Biminis; Berry Is.; Eleuthera; New 
Providence; Andros; Cat 1.; Concepcion 1.; Watlings I.; Rum Cay; Green Сау; 
Acklin 1.; Plana Cays; Maraguana; North Caicos; Grand Caicos; East Caicos). 
--Хетихс, Bull. Laboratory State University of Iowa, IIT, 1894, 40 (Egg Island), 
203 (Eleuthera).— PRENTISS, Auk, XIII, 1896, 239 (Bermuda; habits).—Bon- 
ПОТЕ, Ibis, 1899, 517 (Nassau, New Providence); 1903. 299 (Nassau, New Provi- 
dence; Little Abaco; habits; crit.). 

СратереПа bahamensis MAYNARD, American Exchange and Mart, 111, 1887, 33 
(Bahama Islands; orig. descr.; type not specified), 69 (corrected reprint orig. 
descr.).— CraPMAN, Bull. Am. Mus. Nat. Hist., IV, 1892, 292, in text (crit.). 
—MavsxaRp, Birds E. N. Am., 1895, 252 (Nassau, New Providence; Bahama 
Is. in general; Enterprise, Florida?; deser.; crit.; habits)—SHARPE, Hand-List 
Birds, 1, 1899, 81 (Bahama Is.).—PALMER, Osprey, V, 1901, 148 (reprint orig. 
descr.).—LowE, Ibis, 1908, 112, 545, in text (Bahama Is.; crit.). 

Columbigallina passerina bahamensis RipGway, Man. N. Am. Birds, 1887, 586, part 
(diag.; Bahama Is.).—RipGway, Proc. U. S. Nat. Mns., X, 1887, 574, in text 
(crit.).—R1pGwav, Auk, VIII, 189r, 334 (Abaco), 336 (Eleuthera), 337 (Cat 
I; Watlings I.), 338 (Rum Cay), 339 (Green Cay; Concepcion I.) SCOTT, 
Auk, IX,- 1892, 124, in text (crit.).—VERRILL (А. H.), Osprey, V, 1901, 85 (Ber- 
muda; crit.). —V ERRILL (А. E.), Osprey, V, 1901, 174, in text (Bermuda; crit.). 
VERRILL (А. H.), Am. Journ. Sei., (4), XII, 1901, 64 (Bermuda).—PALMER and 
RILEY, Proc. Biol. Soc. Wash. XV, 1902, 34, in text (Bahama Is.; crit.).—ALLEN, 
Auk, XXII, 1905, 123. 133 (Great Bahama; Abaco; Elbow Cay; Great Guana 
Cay; Moraine Cay; Stranger Cay; Great Sale Cay; habits).—HRiLEv, Auk, 
XXII, 1905, 354 (New Providence; Eleuthera; Cat 1.; Watlings I.; Long 1.; 
Abaco).—RiLEv, Proc. U. S. Nat. Mus., ХХІХ, 1905, 172, in text (crit.).— 
Киву, in SHATTUCK, The Bahama Islands, 1905. 352, 362 (Great Bahama; 
Abaco; Little Abaco; Biminis; Berry 1s.; New Providence; Andros; Green Cay; 
Eleuthera; Current 1.; Cat 1.; Concepcion 1.; Rum Cay; Watlings I.; Long 1.; 
Acklin I.; Plana Cays; Bird Rock). 

Columbigallina bahamensis Соку, Birds W. Indies, 1889, 297, in text (Bahama 15.; 
crit.).—BaNGs, Auk, XVII, 1900, 286 (Nassau, New Providence; Current I.). 
—MAyYNARD, Cat. Birds W. Indies, 1903, 7 (Bahama Is.). 

Columbigallina bermudiana BANGS and BRADLEE, Auk, XVIII, 1901, 250 (Hainilton, 
Bermuda; orig. descr.; type now in collection Museum Comparative Zoólogy). 
—VERRILL, Osprey, V, 1901, 174, in text (Bermuda, crit.). 


570 ANNALS OF THE CARNEGIE MUSEUM. 


Columbigallina passerina var. bahamensis Dusots, Syn. Avium, II, 1902, 764 
(Bahama Is., ex Maynard). 

Columbigallina passerina var. bermudiana DunBOIs, Syn. Avium, II, 1902, 764 
(Bermuda, ex Bangs and Bradlee). 

Columbigallina pusserina bermudiana AMERICAN ORNITHOLOGISTS’ Union COM- 
MITTEE, Auk, XIX, 1902, 318 (Bermuda).—Cuapman, Color Key N. Am. Birds, 
1903, 126, 268 (Bermuda; descr.).—BownpiTCH, Аш. Nat., XN XVIII, 1904, 557 
(Bermuda; habits).—R EEp, N. Am. Birds’ Eggs, 1904, 150 (nesting). 

Chame pelia bermudiana Lowe, Bull. Brit. Orn. Club, ХХІ, 1908, 109, in text (crit.). 
--І.ОхгЕ, Ibis, 1908, 113, 545, in text (Bermuda; crit.). 

Cheme pelia passerina bermudiana AMERICAN ORNITHOLOGISTS' UNION COMMITTEE, 
Auk, XXVI, 1909, 297 (crit.).—AMERICAN ORNITHOLOGISTS’ UNION COM- 
MITTEE, Check List N. Am. Birds, ed. 3, 1910, 150 (Bermuda).—CHAPMAN, 
Handbook Birds E. N. Am., 1012, 285 (reprint orig. descr.). 

Chemepelia passerina bahamensis Topp, Ann. Carnegie Mus., VII, тогі, 391 (faunal 
distribution), 416 (Blue Hills, New Providence; crit.).—WorTHINGTON, Ann. 
Carnegie Mus., VII, тогт, 450 (New Providence; The Bight and Рог Howe, 
Cat I.; Watlings I.; Andros; Abaco; habits). 

Subspecific characters.—Male and female: very similar to C. p. 
aflavida, but slightly paler above and below, with more whitish on 
the abdomen and under tail-coverts, and bill with less red at the base, 
often entirely black. 

Measurements.—Male: wing, 79-84 (average, 81.5); tail, 53-60 (56); 
exposed culmen, 10-12 (10.8); tarsus, 15-16 (15.6). Female: wing, 
81-84 (82); tail, 53-59 (56.5); exposed culmen, 10.5-12 (11); tarsus, 
15-16 (15.4). 

Range.—Bahama Islands (except Great [and Little?] Inagua) and 
Bermuda. 

Remarks.— his is a rather unsatisfactory and poorly differentiated 
form. It was described by Mr. Charles J. Maynard as differing from 
the continental form (C. p. passerina) in smaller size and paler color- 
ation, and in having the bill constantly wholly black. It is, of 
course, very different in these respects from C. p. passerina, but its 
distinetness from the Cuban bird is open to question. Exception has 
been taken to the constancy of the alleged character of the color of 
the bill, apparently justified even from an examination of skins alone. 
Specimens from the type locality, New Providence, are fairly constant 
in this respect, but an equal series from Rum Cay, besides being 
somewhat paler throughout—verging thus towards C. p. exigua— 
show a differently colored bill in the skin, and the probabilities are 
that in life this difference is accentuated. Moreover, іп a specimen 
from Eleuthera (No. 48,065, Collection Philadelphia Academy of 
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Natural Sciences) the bill is marked as "dull red.” Dr. Percy К. 
Lowe records that in birds shot in the Bahamas (precise locality not 
stated) in April, 1908, “there 7s a distinct crimson cast at the base 
of the bill similar to [that in] specimens from Cuba." [t will be «сеп, 
therefore, that the name bahamensis, if restricted to the bird of this 
group of islands, rests on a very slender basis indeed. The discovery 
that two distinct forms occur in the Bahamas still further complicates 
the question of their relationships. 

Females as well as males vary considerably in color, and some 
specimens are absolutely indistinguishable from Cuban birds, but as 
a series they average paler. 

The Bermuda bird has been described by Mr. Bangs as distinct, 
but after extended and careful comparison of the type series and а 
lew additional specimens I find myself entirely unable to appreciate 
the alleged diagnostic characters, nor can I discover any others which 
would justify the retention of the name. There is certainly no 
constant dilference in general size or color, while the bill is no smaller 
than in some specimens from the Bahamas. Although this member 
is described as wholly black, Dr. Percy R. Lowe says that when fresh 
“the edges of the mandibles have a very narrow line of faint crimson, 
all the rest of the bill being black." There is thus no great ditference 
in this respect from the bird of the Bahamas, and, indeed, Mr. А. E. 
Verrill intimates that the Ground Dove was introduced into Bermuda 
from that source! Dr. Lowe, it is true, considers that C. p. ‘‘ber- 
mudiana" is a readily recognizable form, but the material before me 
certainly does not permit of any such conclusion. In the writer’s 
judgment there are two alternatives: either to unite the Bahaman and 
Cuban birds, or to unite the Bahaman and Bermudan, and the latter 
course seems the more logical and desirable to follow. 

Some of the Bermuda skins are more or less stained with rusty 
below, doubtless from iron-impregnated soil. 

Mr. Maynard claims to have seen specimens of this race from 
Florida, but I have little doubt that his records were based on ех- 
ceptionally small and pale birds of the resident Florida form. 


Chamepelia passerina exigua (Riley). 


Columbigallina passerina (not Columba passerina Linnaeus) Cory, Cat. W. Indian 
Birds, 1892, 97, part (Great Inagua; Mona I.).—BowpisH, Auk, ХІХ, 1902, 361, 
part (Mona [.; nesting). 
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Columbigallina passerina exigua RILEY, Proc. U. S. Nat. Mus., XXIX, 1905, 171 
(Mona I.; orig. descr.; type in collection 17. S. National Museum). 

СйатереПа exigua LOWE, Ibis, 1908, 115 (crit.). 

Chamepelia passerina exigua Topp, Ann. Carnegie Mus., VII, 1911, 391, 392 (faunal 
distribution), 417 (Alfred Sound and Mathewtown, Great Inagua; crit.).— 
WORTHINGTON, Ann. Carnegie Mus., VII, 1911, 403, 450 (Great Inagua). 
Subspecific characters.—Male and female: similar to C. p. baha- 

mensis, and bill (in skin) wbolly dark as in typical examples of that 

form, but general coloration paler throughout, and size smaller. 

Measurenments.—Male: wing, 76-82 (average, 78.5); tail, 51-55 (52); 
exposed culmen, 10.5-11.5 (10.8); tarsus, 14.5-15.5 (15). Female: 
wing, 77-83 (78.5); tail, 51-58 (53); exposed culmen, 10-11 (10.7); 
tarsus, 14.5-15.5 (15). . 

Range.—Mona Island (off Porto Rico), and Great Inagua, Bahama 
Islands. 

Remarks.—In view of the subtle and more or less inconstant char- 
acters applying to the other Antillean forms, it is a surprise to find a 
form occurring right in their midst, so to speak, which is sharply 
differentiated—as distinctions in this species go—from its neighbors 
on either side. It was described by Mr. J. H. Riley originally from 
Mona Island, lying between Porto Rico and Haiti, where we would 
naturally expect to find intergrades between the two imperfectly 
segregated forms C. p. trochila and C. p. aflavida, but instead we get a 
bird which is quite distinct from either. This would be extraordinary 
enough it would seem, but it is doubly surprising to find that a series 
of Ground Doves from the island of Great Inagua, the most southern 
of the Bahaman group, should prove to belong to the same small, 
pale race. How can such an anomalous distribution be explained? 

This is decidedly the palest of all the forms of this species, being 
even paler and grayer above than C. p. pallescens. There is not so 
much white on the posterior under parts, however, as in C. p. albi- 
vitta; this is especially true of the females, but it scarcely needs com- 
parison with that subspecies, the sharply bicolored ЫШ and lavender- 
grayish tinged under parts of which find no counterpart in C. p. 
exigua. Ав previously noted, some specimens from Haiti are as pale 
as the Mona and Great Inagua birds, which may be of some sig- 
nificance, but I am inclined to think that the real affinities of the 
latter are rather with C. p. bahamensis. As remarked under the head 
of that form, a series from Rum Cay is somewhat paler than New 
Providence birds, indicating an approach to the present form. Un- 
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fortunately the color of the bill in life of the present bird is not re- 
corded. The series examined shows substantial agreement between 
the specimens from Mona and those from Great Inagua, although 
the latter are in fresher plumage, and consequently average a little 
longer in length of wing. There is very little tinge of pinkish vina- 
ceous on the wing-coverts in this form. 

А single female example from the Caicos Islands (exact locality not 
stated) is to be referred to C. p. bahamensis, so that it seems probable 
that C. p. exigua is confined in the Bahamas to Great (and Little?) 
Inagua. 


Chemepelia m'nuta minuta (Linnaus). 


“Turtur parvus fuscus americanus” Brisson, Orn., I, 1760, 116, excl. syn., рі. 8, 
fig. 2 (Santo Domingo [error ; descr.). 

Columba minuta LINN.E£US, Syst. Nat., са. r2, H, 1766, 285 (ex Brisson; diag.). 
—MÜLLER, Natursystem, H, 1773, 512 (descr.; geog. distr.).— GMELIN, Syst. 
Nat., I, ii, 1789, 788 (Santo Domingo [error!]; ex Brisson; diag.).—LATIIAM, 
Ind. Orn., II, 1790, 612 (diag.; syn.).—BONNATERRE, Tabl. Enc. et Méth., 1, 
1792, 253 (Santo Domingo [error!]; descr.; habits)—Turton, Gen. Syst. Nat., 
I, 1806, 479 (diag., etc.).— T EMMINCK, Cat. Syst. Cab. Orn., 1807. 144 (syn.). 
—TEMMINCK, іп TEMMINCK and Кир, Pigeons, I, 1808-11, Colombi-gallines, 
28, pl. 16 (French Guiana; Paraguay; Caribbean Islands [??]; Porto Rico [error |; 
Santo Domingo [error!]; descr.; general account, ех А?ага).-І.АТПАМ, Syst. 
Orn., 1809, 274 (diag.).—TEMMINCK, Hist. Nat. Gén. Pigeons et Gallinaces, I, 
1813, 432 (French Guiana; Paraguay; Porto Rico [error!]; Santo Dominga 
[error!]; descr.; geog. distr.), 498 (diag.; syn.).— V1EILLOT, Nouv. Dict. d'Hist. 
Nat., XXVI, 1818, 404 (Paraguay; Guiana; Porto Rico [error!]; Santo Domingo: 
[error 1]; descr.).—D EsMaREST, Dict. Sci. Nat., XL, 1826, 309 (Guiana; Paraguay; 
descr.).—W'AGLER, Syst. Avium, 1827, [260], Columba, sp. 89, part (Brazil; 
Guiana; Paraguay; Caribbean Is. [error!]; descr.).—L ESSON, Traité d'Orn., 
1831 (2), 474 (Brazil).-—SELBv, Jardine's Naturalist's Library, Birds, IX, 1835, 
202, in text.—LEssox, Compl. de Buffon, Oiseaux, VIII, 1837, 12 (Brazil; 
Paraguay); ed. 2, VIII, 1838, 272.—(?) TEMMINCK, Pl. Col. I, Tabl. Меш., 
1840, 81 (D'Aubenton's figure).—TINENEMANN, Einhundert Tafeln colorirter 
Abbildungen von Vógeleiern, 1845 (2), 57, pl. 11, fig. 2 (Buenos Aires, Argentina; 
descr. eggs).—[RivoL1?], Catalogue de la magnifique Collection d'Oiseaux, 1840, 
29 (Brazil).—DENxY, Proc. Zoól. Soc. London, 1847. 39 (geog. distr.; Jamaica 
and Cuba [error!]).—BvRAEISTER, Syst. Ueber. Thiere Bras., Vogel; II, 1856, 
296, footnote (Guiana; crit.). —ALLEN, Auk, NNV, 1908, 302, in text (crit.). 
—ALLEN, Science, n. s., ХХХІІ, 1911, 337, in text (crit.). 

(2)" Petite Tourterelle de la Martinique" О"Асвехтох, РІ. Enluin., 243, 1770-86, 
fig. 2 (locality an error!). 

“Passerine Turtle, var. А.” І.лТпАМ, Gen. Syn. Birds, IF, ii, 1783, 660 (Santo Do- 
mingo [error]; descr.; вуп.).--І.АТНАМ, Gen. Hist. Birds, VIH, 1823. 93 (Santo 
Domingo [error!]; warmer parts of America; Paraguay; syn.; descr.). 
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“Cocotzin de Surinam" HOLANDRE, Abrégé d'Hist. Nat., II, 1790, 222 (descr.). 

Columba grisea BONNATERRE, Tabl Enc. et Méth., I, 1792, 252 (Cayenne, ex 
Holandre; descr.). 

*'Sperlings-Turteltaube'" BECHSTEIN, Johann Latham's allgemeine Uebersicht der 
Vogel, 1795, 634 (syn.; general account). 

“Paloma de la enana” AzARA, Apuntamientos, III, 1805, 25 (Paraguay; meas.; 
descr.).— VIEILLOT, Nouv. Dict. d'Hist. Nat., XXVI, 1818, 383 (crit.). 

" AZARA, Voyages dans l'Amérique Meridionale, IV, 1809, 137 
(Paraguay; meas.; descr.). 

Goura minuta STEPHENS, Shaw's Gen. Zoól., XI, 1, 1819, 137 ("warmer parts of 
America"; syn.; descr.); XIV, і, 1826, 206.—RANZANI, Elementi Ornitologica, 
1, 1823, 218, part (ex Temminck). 

Chame pelia minuta Gray, List Gallinze Brit. Mus., 1844, 15, excl. syn. part (South 
America).—Gray, Gen. Birds, 11, 1845, 475, excl. syn. part.—HARTLAUB, Ind. 
Azara's Apuntamientos, 1847, 21, excl. syn. part (Paloma enana” Azara).— 
HEERMANN, Cat. Oól. Coll. Acad. Nat. Sci. Philadelphia, 1853, 23 (Brazil).— 
BONAPARTE, Consp. Avium, ПІ, 1854, 77, 78, in synonymy (= C. passerina 
juv. [error!]).—BoNaPARTE, Compt. Rend., XL, 1855, 20 (= С. passerina juv. 
[еггог!]), 22 (Peale's record).—Sarvaponr, Cat. Birds Brit. Mus., XXI, 1893, 
481, part (Trinidad; “ Martinique?” [error]; Rio Yuruani, 2700 feet, Quonga, and 


‘t Pigeon nain 


Annai, British Guiana; Pernambuco, Bahia, and Chapada, Brazil; Xeberos and 
Lima, Peru; descr.; вуп.).--5НАКРЕ, Hand-List Birds, I, 1899, 82, part (Guiana; 
Brazil; Peru).—voN IHERING, Rev. Mus. Paulista, IV, 1900, 282 (Brazil; descr. 
eggs).—FonBEs апа Ковіхзох, Bull. Liverpool Mus., II, 1900, 141 (Brazil).— 
VON IHERING, Rev. Mus. Paulista, V, 1902, 285, excl. geog. distr. part (Piracicaba 
and Bahia, Brazil; Brazilian references), 326 (São Paulo).—GaLp1 and HAG- 
MANN, Bol. Mus. Paraénse, 111, 1902, 319 (Xeberos, Peru).—HAGMANN, Bol. 
Mus. Geeldi, 1V, 1904, 256 (Burmeister's reference), 301 (Pelzeln's reference). 
—NiCcoLL, Ibis, 1904, 40 (Bahia, etc., Brazil).—PENARD, Vogels van Guyana, 
1908, 339 (Guiana; descr. ; habits). 

Chemepelia minuta PEALE, U. S. Expl. Exp., VIII, Mam. and Orn., 1848, 207 
(Callao, Peru; habits). 

Peristera chalcostigma REICHENBACH, Syn. Avium, Columbarie, Novit. Suppl., 
1851, pl. 245b, figs. 3533-4. 

Chamepelia pumila LICHTENSTEIN, Nom. Avium Mus. Zoól. Berol, 1854, 83 
(Brazil; nomen nudum).—BONAPARTE, Compt. Rend., XL, 1855, 21, in text. 
Chame pelia griseola (not Columbina griseola Spix) BONAPARTE, Consp. Avium, 
Il, 1854, 78, excl. syn. part (Guiana; Brazil; Paraguay; Cumaná, Venezuela; 
descr.;syn.).—BONAPARTE, Compt. Rend., XL, 1855, 21 (Brazil; Paraguay; crit.), 
220.—(?) BURMEISTER, Syst. Ueber. Thiere Bras., Vögel, II, 1856, 296, excl, 
syn. part (Brazil; Paraguay; descr.; syn.).—REINHART, Vid. Med. Nat. For. 
Kjóbenhavn, 1870, 56 (Paraguay; Brazilian campos region?).—(?) PELZELN, 
Orn. Bras., 1870, 450, part (Burmeister's reference).—GIEBEL, Thes. Orn., I, 
1872, 634, part (references).—ScLATER апа SALVIN, Nom. Avium Neotrop., 
1873, 133, part (Brazil; Amazonia).—Sousa, Mus. Nac. Lisbona, Columba, 
1873, 21 (Bahia and Rio de Janeiro, Brazil).—BaiRb, BREWER, and RIDGWAY, 
Hist. N. Am. Birds, III, 1875, 389, excl. syn. part (diag.).—SCLATER and SALVIN, 
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Proc. 2061. Soc. London, 1876, 17 (Maranura, Реги)-Коквез, Ibis, 1881, 357 
(Recife [= Pernambuco] and Parahyba, Brazil).—5atLviN, Cat. Birds Strickland 
Coll., 1882, 547.— TACZANOWSKI, Orn. Perou, IHE 1880, 244, excl. syn. part 
(Xevéros, Lima, and Maranura, Peru; descr.; syn.), Tables, 518.—11 EINE and 
Reiciexow, Nom. Mus. Hein., Orn., 1886, 283 (Brazil).—SarvirN, Ibis, 1886, 
173 (Rio Yuruani, Roraima, 3500 feet, British Guiana).—Tristram, Cat. Coll. 
Birds, 1889, 39 (Brazil).—HARTERT, Kat. Vogelsammlung, 1891, 187 (South 
America).—(?) HaGMANN, Bol. Mus. Салі, IV, 1904, 256 (Burineister's reler- 
ence). 

Chamapelia amazilia BONAPARTE, Consp. Avium, 11, 1854, 78 (Peru; orig. deser.; 
type in collection Paris Museum).— BONAPARTE, Compt. Rend., XL, 1855, 21 
(Peru; crit.) 220.— BURMEISTER, Syst. Ueber. Тізеге Bras., Vogel, П, 1856. 
296, footnote (Brazil; diag.; ex Bonaparte).—CassiN, U. S. Expl. Exped., Birds, 
1838, 279, 446 (Peru; егі.).-5сі.Атев, Proc. Zoól. Soc. London, 1866, 100 
(Lima, Peru; habits).—ScrATER and Savin, Proe. 2061. Soc. London, 1867, 753 
(Xeberos, Peru).—PELZELN, Orn. Bras., 1870, 277 (Marambicu, Ytarare, Cuyabá, 
Engenho do Cap. Gama, Matto Grosso, Brazil; crit.), 450, liv (faunal distribu- 
tion).—GIEBEL, Thes. Orn., 1, 1872, 632, part (references).—ScLATER and 
SALVIN, Proc. 2091. Soc. London, 1873, 306 (Xeberos, Peru). — TACZANOWSKI, 
Proc. 2001. Soc. London, 1874, 555 (Lima, Реги).--Насмахх, Bol. Mus. Geeldi, 
ТУ, 1904, 301 (Pelzeln’s reference). 

Chame pelia rachidialis Scire, MS., in Frankfort Museum (fide Bonaparte, Consp. 
Avium, 11, 1854, 78; Bonaparte, Compt. Rend.. XL, 1855, 21; and Hartert, 
Kat. Vogelsammlung, 1891, 187, note). 

Chamepelia passerina (not Columba passerina Linnaeus) BONAPARTE, Consp. 
Avium, П, 1854, 77, 78, part (Columba minuta Linneeus)—BONAPARTE, Compt. 
Rend., XL, 1855, 20, part (C. minuta Linnieus).—GIEBEL, Thes. Orn., 1, 1872, 
635, part (C. minuta Linneeus). 

Chamepelia griseola Gray, List Birds Brit. Mus., Columba, 1856, 50, excl. syn. part 
(South America; Brazil).—Gray, Hand-List Birds, 11, 1870, 240 (Brazil).— 
BovcaRp, Cat. Avium, 1876, 34 (Brazil).—Enxsr, Primer Annuario Estadistico 
(Caracas), 1877, 310 (Caracas and Tocome, Venezuela). 

СйетереПа amazilia Gray, List Birds Brit. Mus., Columbe, 1856, 50, part (Peru). 
—Gray, Hand-List Birds. Il, 1870, 240 (Peru; Brazil; [?] New Granada). 

Pyrgitoénas amazilia REICHENBACH, Tauben, 1862, 15 (descr., ex Bonaparte; Peale’s 
record). 

Pyrgiloénas griseola REICHENBACH, Tauben, 1862, 15, excl. syn. part (Paraguay; 
Brazil; Guiana; Cumaná, Venezuela; descr.; references). 

Goura griseola SCHLEGEL, De Dierent., 1864, 208. 

Peristera griseola SCHLEGEL, Mus. Pays-Bas, Columbie, IV, 1873. 135. part (Peru; 
syn.). 

Columbigallina griseola BERLEPSCII, Journ. 1. Orn., XXXV, 1887, 34 (Pilcomayo, 
Paraguay; Bahia, Brazil; crit.), 124 (Paraguay).— BERLEPsCII and STOLZMANN, 
Proc. 2001. Soc. London, 1892, 394, 408 (Lima, Peru).—ALLEN, Bull. Am. Mus. 
Nat. Hist., V, 1893, 149 (Matto Grosso, Brazil). 

Chame pelia griseola QUELCH, Timehri, V, 1801, 106 (Georgetown, British Guiana). 
—(?)TESCHEMAKER, Avic. Mag., VI, 1908, 257 (South America; habits in cap- 
tivity). 
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Columbigallina minuta DuBois. Syn. Avium, H, 1902. 764, part (South America).— 
BERLEPSCH and HARTERT, Nov. Zoól., IX, 1902, 119 (Ciudad Bolivar, Venezuela; 
Cayenne fixed as type locality).—vox Іневіхс, Rev. Mus. Paulista, VI, 1904, 
341 (Paraguay), 371 (faunal distribution).—BERLEPsCH and STOLZMANN, Ornis, 
XIII, 1906, тоо (Santa Апа, Peru; Roraima, British Guiana; Bahia, Brazil; 
meas.; crit.).—vON IHERING, Aves do Brazil, 1907, 22, excl. geog. distr. part 
(Estado de São Paulo, Piracicaba, Victoria, Botucatu, and Bahia, Brazil). 
—BERLEPSCH, Nov. Zoól., XV, 1908, 205 (Cayenne, ex Holandre, fixed as type 
locality). 

Columbina grisea BRABOURNE and CHUBB, Birds S. Am., I, 1912, 18 (geog. distr., 
excl. Colombia part). 

Description —Adult male: above grayish brown, slightly glossy, 
shading into cinereous on the hindneck, upper tail-coverts, and wing- 
coverts, the latter tinged with purplish vinaceous, and the inner ones, 
together with the tertiaries, marked on the outer webs with irregular 
spots of glossy dark steel-blue; crown posteriorly grayish brown like 
the back, anteriorly cinereous, palest on the forehead; lores, sides of 
head, and under parts generally pale dull vinaceous, deepest on the 
breast, and fading to nearly white on the chin and under tail-coverts; 
remiges mostly rufous chestnut, with the tips and more or less of the 
outer webs dusky brown or black, this area increasing in extent on 
the inner secondaries; primary-coverts also rufous chestnut, tipped 
and edged with dusky; under wing-coverts and axillaries rufous chest- 
nut; tail black, the middle rectrices ashy brown, the others cinereous 
at the base, the outermost edged externally and tipped with white; 
“bill brown; iris violet red; feet flesh-color’’ (Taczanowski). 

Female: above plain olive-brown, the forehead, sides of head, and 
nape sometimes with a faint grayish wash; wing-coverts like the back, 
but paler, the inner ones and tertiaries with irregular spots of glossy 
dark steel-blue as in the male; wings and tail also as in the male, but 
duller and more brownish; breast and sides pale wood-brown, some- 
times with a faint vinaceous tinge, the throat paler, nearly white, and 
the abdomen and under tail-coverts also much paler, white or nearly so: 

The juvenal dress (illustrated by No. 45,266, Collection American 
Museum of Natural History, Bahia, Brazil) resembles that of the 
adult female, but the feathers of the breast and upper parts generally 
are edged and tipped with paler color, giving a faintly squamate 
appearance; there is much fulvous suffusion on the breast, sides, 
crown, and wings; and the wing-spots are merely indicated. 

Measurements —Male: wing, 74-80 (average, 76); tail, 50-56 (52); 
exposed culmen, 10-11.5 (10.5); tarsus, 15-16 (15.2). Female (six 
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specimens): wing, 74-50 (77.5): tail, 50-56 (53): exposed culmen, 
10-11 (10.5): tarsus, 15-16 (15.1). 

Range.—South America, except higher parts, from Paraguay and 
Peru northward, excluding western Colombia. (Хо record for 
Bolivia.) 

Remarks.—Some variation is indicated, but the series available is 
insufficient to determine whether it has апу geographical significance. 
А male from Chapada, Matto Grosso, Brazil (No. 55,046, Collection 
American Museum of Natural History), is more pinkish vinaccous 
below and rather darker above than the average, but another specimen 
from the same locality is not different. A skin from Lima, Peru 
(Хо. 159,772, Collection U. S. National Museum), on the other hand, 
is decidedly paler, and it is quite possible that a larger series might 
show that the bird from west of the Andes is subspecifically separable, 
although Messrs. Berlepsch and Stolzmann state that specimens from 
Santa Ana in the Province of La Convencion, Peru, arc little different 
from skins from Roraima and Bahia. The few Colombian examples 
I have seen, however, are clearly referable to the darker colored 
Central American form about to be described. 

The synonymy of this species is even more involved than is that of 
C. passerina, and I do not flatter myself that I have fully succeeded 
in clearing up the confusion, owing to the impossibility in so many 
cases of consulting the actual specimens upon which the various records 
were based. Brisson was apparently the first author to notice the 
species, and although his figure is poor, his description is explicit and 
evidently made at first-hand, as indicated by the two asterisks pre- 
ceding the name. Не quotes references to Willughby and Hernandez 
as belonging here—erroneously it would now seem—but in any case 
the sole basis of the species is his description, which Linnæus cited 
exclusively in establishing his name Columba minuta. Brisson said 
that his bird came from Santo Domingo, which was an error into which 
numerous subsequent authors fell as regards this species, which is 
now known to be confined to the continent. Some authors even 
went so far as to ascribe the species to certain of the other West [Indian 
Islands. 

Columba grisea of Bonnaterre, 1792, was the next name applied to 
the species, being based on the "Cocotzin de Surinam” of Holandre, 
and Messrs. Berlepsch and Hartert have accordingly substituted 
Cayenne as the type locality for the species, admittedly on the basis 


578 ANNALS OF THE CARNEGIE MUSEUM. 


of this author.  Peristera chalcostigma Reichenbach, 1851, is a name 
based on two very poor figures, while Chamepelia pumila Lichten- 
stein, 1854, and Chamepelia rachidialis Schiff are nomina nuda. 

Temminck and some of the authors who followed him seem to have 
correctly identified Linnaeus! Columba minuta, but in 1854 Bonaparte, 
"who is responsible for much that is unfortunate in ornithological 
nomenclature," fell into the grave error of identifying it as the young 
of C. passerina. At the same time he committed another blunder by 
taking Columbina griseola Spix, which is actually a form of C. pas- 
serina, as the earliest name for the present species—‘‘a wholly errone- 
ous proceeding, by which he supplanted the well-founded minuta 
Linn. by a wholly new griseola Bonap. (nec Spix). * * * Yet Bona- 
parte was followed in this false step by most later ornithologists.” 
Not only that, but he re-described the species under the name Chame- 
pelia amazilia, based on a specimen from Peru obtained by the Castel- 
nau expedition. Judging from the description this is based on an 
individual variation of C. minuta, but in case the Peruvian bird 
should prove worthy of separation the name vill of course be available. 
With two names for the same species in use, one of them really be- 
longing to an entirely distinct bird, and neither of them correct, the 
resultant confusion in the literature is exhibited in the table of 
synonymy appearing above. 


Chamepelia minuta elzeodes subsp. nov. 


Chamepelia minuta (?)REICHENBACH, Syn. Avium, Columbarie, 1847, pl. 256, 
figs. 1422-3.—SALVADORI, Cat. Birds Brit. Mus., XXI, 1893, 481, part (Atoyac, 
Vera Cruz; Retalhuleu, Guatemala; Panama; Bogotá, Colombia).—SHARPE, 
Hand-List Birds, I, 1899, 82, part (Mexico to Panama; Colombia).—SALv1IN 
and Gopman, Biol. Centr.-Am., Aves, III, 1902, 252, excl. South American 
references (Mexico; Guatemala; Panama; Mexican and Central American 
references; descr.; crit.). 

Сһатерейа amazilia (not of Bonaparte) Gray, List Birds Brit. Миз, Columbe, 
1856, 50, part (New Granada). 

Chame pelia amazilia SCLATER, Proc. Zoól. Soc. London, 1856, 30 (Bogotá, Colom- 
bia).—ScLATER and SALVIN, Proc. 2001. Soc. London, 1864, 370 (Panama, ex 
Lawrence).—Gray, Hand-List Birds, II, 1870, 240, part (New Granada).— 
(?)Wyatt, Ibis, 1871, 383 (Ocaña and Herradura, Colombia).—(?) BERLEPSCH, 
Journ. f. Orn., XXXII, 1884, 319 (Ocaña and Herradura, Colombia, ex Wyatt). 

Chame pelia granatina (not of Bonaparte) LAWRENCE, Ann. Lyc. Nat. Hist. N. V., 
VII, 1862, 333 (Panama Railroad, Pacific side [original specimens examined]). 

Peristera griseola (not Columbina griseola Spix) SCHLEGEL, Mus. Pays-Bas, Columbae, 
IV, 1873, 135, part (" Terre ferme”; Guatemala; syn.). 


Того: A REVISION оғ THE GENUS CH.EMEPELIA, 579 


Chama pelia griseola SCLATER and SALVIN, Nom. Avium Neotrop., 1873, 133, part 
(Colombia to Panama). 

Columbigallina minuta Dvnors, Syn. Avium, II, 1902, 764, part (southern Mexico 
and Central Aincrica).— TriavER апа Bancs, Bull. Mus. Comp. Zoól., XLVI, 
1906, 214 (Savanna of Panama). 

Chemepella minuta BANGS, Auk, XXIV, 1907, 288, 202 (Paso Real, Costa Rica; 
geog. distr.). 

Chamepelia minuta DEARBORN, Ficld Mus. Orn. Series, 1, 1907, 80 (Los Amates, 
Guatemala).—CARRIKER, Ann. Carnegie Mus., VI, 1910, 399 (Buenos Aires, 
Costa Rica; geog. distr.; habits). 

Chamepelia minuta RODRIGUEZ, An. Mus. Nac. Salvador, IV, тото, 282 (Guate- 
mala). 

Type, Хо. 29,061, Collection Carnegie Museum, adult male: 
Buenos Aires, Costa Rica, August 29, 1907; M. A. Carriker, Jr. 

Subspecific characters.—Similar in general to C. minuta minuta 
(Linnaus), but decidedly darker throughout in coloration, the male 
more purplish vinaceous below and on the wings; upper parts dark 
olive-brown; gray area of crown and nape darker, almost slate-gray; 
under tail-coverts with much less white. Female also much darker 
than the same sex of C. m. minuta, more olivaceous above, and deeper 
brownish (broccoli brown) below; the under tail-coverts edged with 
tawny brown or dull buffy, instead of white. Even in juvenal plum- 
age this form averages darker. ‘‘Iris pink [in both sexes]; bill dirty 
olive" or “dark olive-horn; feet flesh-color." (М. A. Carriker, Jr.) 

Measurements.— Male: wing, 71-78 (average, 74); tail, 48-55 (50.5): 
exposed culmen, 10-11 (10.6); tarsus, 15-16 (15.6). Female: wing, 
71-79 (74); tail, 47-52 (50); exposed culmen, 10-11 (10.7); tarsus, 
I5-16 (15.4). 

Range.—From west-central Colombia (‘‘Bogota’’) north through 
Panama to southwestern Costa Rica; reappearing in Guatemala, and 
thence extending into British Honduras and through southeastern 
Mexico to central Vera Cruz. (No records for Nicaragua, Honduras, 
or Salvador.) 

Remarks.—Some females are much deeper brown below than 
others; the difference seems to be purely individual, however. Two 
females from Mexico differ in having the under tail-coverts much 
paler, nearly white. If No. 28,944, Collection Carnegie Museum 
(Buenos Aires, Costa Rica, August 21, 1907), is correctly sexed, it 
indicates that females occasionally approach miales in being tinged 
below with vinaceous, as in other species of this genus. Both sexes 
in fresh plumage are glossed above with dark olive-green. Іп juvenal 
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dress this gloss is lacking, the contour feathers are edged and tipped 
with paler, and there is much rusty and butfy edging to the feathers 
of the wings, while the spots on the latter are obsolescent and not 
glossy. Asin C. passerina, there is much individual variation affecting 
the amount of rufous chestnut on the primaries externally, and the 
extent of the brown area on the crown. Тһе latter is occasionally 
obsolete, the entire crown being dark plumbeous or slate-gray. Тһе 
greater coverts and inner secondaries are frequently more or less 
edged with white externally, particularly in females; this may possibly 
indicate immaturity. 

'This darker form of C. minuta includes all the Mexican and Central 
American specimens, as well as those seen from Colombia, as far 
south as "Bogotá." The characters upon which it is based are more 
marked and constant than those differentiating C. rufipennis rufi- 
pennis from C. r. eluta, and it is odd that the form should have been so 
long unrecognized. It would appear to be most numerous in Panama, 
where it takes the place of C. passerina neglecía. Whether the gap 
in its range to the northward of Costa Rica is real or only apparent is 
an interesting question; if the former, it is quite possible that the 
Mexican bird may prove to be subspecifically separable. 


Chemepelia buckleyi Sclater and Salvin. 


Chame pelia buckleyi SCLATER and SALVIN, Proc. Zoól. Soc. London, 1877, 21 (Santa 
Rita, Ecuador; types in collection British Museum; crit.).—BERLEPSCH and 
'TACZANOWSKI, Proc. Zoól. Soc. London, 1883, 537. 575 (Yaguachi and Guaya- 
quil, Ecuador).—TaczANowski апа BERLEPsCH, Proc. Zoól. Soc. London, 1885, 
ттт (Yaguachi, Ecuador), 122 (Guayaquil, Ecuador; Tumbez, Peru).—Taczan- 
OWSKI, Orn. Perou, ПІ, 1886, 245 (Lechugal, Peru; descr.; syn.), Tables, 518.— 
SALVADORI, Cat. Birds Brit. Mus., XXI, 1893, 484, pl. то, fig. г (Santa Rita, 
Ecuador; descr.; вут.).-5НАЕРЕ, Hand-List Birds, I, 1899, 82 (Ecuador; Peru). 
—SALVADORI and FEsTA, Boll. Mus. Torino, XV, no. 368, 1900, 35 (Babahoyo, 
Vinces, and Balzar, Ecuador). 

Columbigallina buckleyi DuBois, Syn. Avium, II, 1902, 764 (Ecuador; Peru; syn.). 

Columbina buckleyi BRABOURNE and Сновв, Birds S. Am., 1, 1012, 18 (western 
Ecuador). 

Description.—Adult male: “upper parts vinous grey; forehead, 
sides of the head, and underparts vinous, paler (almost white) on the 
forehead and throat, somewhat greyer on the abdomen and under tail- 
coverts; velvety black spots on the outer webs on some of the upper 
wing-coverts, of the scapulars, and of the inner secondaries or tertials; 
bastard wing, primary-coverts, and quills (with the exception of the 
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inner secondaries) brown-black; under wing-coverts and | axillaries 
black; quills below dark grey; longer upper tail-coverts and upper 
surface of the tail grey, the lateral] feathers black at the tips, the outer 
ones almost entirely black, edged with white at the tips and part of 
the outez webs: ‘bill yellowish brown; feet yellow; iris carmine, with 
an inner ring brownish’ (Taczanowski). 

Female “pale brown above instead of vinous grey; the dark spots 
on the wings as in the male; middle of the throat white; rest of the 
underparts very pale buffy brown, almost white on the abdomen; 
under tail-coverts dusky grey with broad whitish edges; greater upper 
wing-coverts edged with white; tail as in the male, only the grey part 
with a slight brown wash.” 

AMeasurements.—Male: wing, 89; tail, 69; exposed culmen, 12.7; 
tarsus, 15. Female (one specimen): wing, 91; tail, 67; exposed cul- 
теп, 13: tarsus, I7. 

Runge.—Western Ecuador, west of the Andes, south into extreme 
northwestern Peru. 

Remarks.—Of this species I have been able to examine but one 
specimen (No. 55.002, Collection U. S. National Museum, Guayaquil, 
Ecuador). a female in not very good condition, and am accordingly 
obliged to reproduce Count Salvadori's very full description, con- 
verting his measurements for the male into millimeters. Structurally 
this species is close to C. talpacoti, possessing a narrow line of feathers 
on the outer side of the tarsus, but in general coloration it suggests 
C. minuta, differing, however, in its larger size, plain dusky remiges, 
and blackish under wing-coverts—all of which characters it shares 
with C. talpacoti. 

It was described by Messrs. Sclater and Salvin in 1877 from a 
pair of birds taken by Mr. С. Buckley at Santa Rita, Ecuador,” and 
several years later was met with by M. Taczanowski in the neighbor- 
hood of,Guavaquil, and subsequently traced southward into north- 
western Peru. Its known range is thus very restricted, not approach- 
ing that of either C. talpacoti or C. rufipennis. Nothing is on record 
concerning its habits, and very few specimens have so far found their 
way into collections. 

10 This locality does not appear on any map to which I have access, but according 


to Mr. C. E. Hellmayr it is in the Guayaquil district of western Ecuador. Unless 
confirmed by subsequent work, all of Buckley's localities are open to question. 
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Chemepelia talpacoti (Temminck). 


"Paloma de la roxiza’’ Azara, Apuntamientos, III, 1805, 20 (Paraguay; descr.; 
meas.; eggs). 

“Pigeon rougeâtre” Ахава, Voyages dans l'Amérique Meridionale, IV, 1809, 134 
(Paraguay; descr.; meas.; habits). 

Columba talpacoti TEMMINCK, in TEMMINCK апа Кхір, Pigeons, I, 1808-11, Co- 
lombi-gallines, 22, pl. 12 (South America; orig. descr.; type in collection Paris 
Museum).—TEMMINCK, Hist. Nat. Сеп. Pigeons et Gallinaces, I, 1813, 421 
(descr.; geog. distr.), 496 (syn.).—VIEILLOT, Nouv. Dict. d'Hist. Nat., XXVI, 
1818, 385 (descr.).—-VIEILLOT, Tabl. Enc. et Méth., I, 1820, 385 (descr.; crit.). 
—SCHREIBERS, Isis, VII, 1823, 714 (Brazil).—L1CHTENSTEIN, Verz. Doubletten 
2091. Mus., 1823, 66 (= “ Pigeon rougeâtre " of Azara).— WAGLER, Syst. Avium, 
1827, [259], Columba, sp. 86 (descr.; syn.).—DEsManEST, Dict. Sci. Nat., XL, 
1826, 308 (South America; descr.).—L ESSON, Traité d'Orn., 1831 (?), 474 (Brazil; 
ex Latham and Temminck).— WrED, Beiträge Naturg. von Brasilien, IV, ii, 
1833, 465 (Brazil, descr.).—LEssow, Compl. de Buffon, Oiseaux, VIII, 1837, 12 
(Brazil and Paraguay; descr.); ed. 2, VIII, 1838, 273.--Хіт2всн, Syst. Ptery- 
lographie, 1840, 157 (wing-characters).— TscHv Di, Arch. Г. Naturg., 1844, i, 
305 (Peru).— TscHupr, Fauna Peruana, Aves, 1845-6, 45, 270 (Peru).—THIE- 
NEMANN, Einhundert Tafeln colorirter Abbildungen von Vógeleiern, 1845 (?), 57, 
pl. 11, fig. 3 (Brazil; descr. eggs).—[Rtvor1?], Catalogue de la magnifique Col- 
lection d'Oiseaux, 1846, 30 (Brazil).—SCHOMBURGK, Reisen in Britisch-Guiana, 
II, 1848, 490 (sandhill region, British Guiana).—ABEILLE, Catalogue des Oiseaux 
composant la Collection, 1850, 41 (Brazil).—EULER, Journ. f. Orn., XV, 1867, 
180, 190, 196, 198 (Brazil; nesting).-—HAGMANN, Bol. Mus. Geeldi, IV, 1904, 
227 (Wied's reference). 

Goura tal pacoti STEPHENS, Shaw's Gen. Zoól., XI, 1, 1819, 136 (descr.; ex Temminck; 
“inhabits the middle parts of America"); XIV, i, 1826, 296. 

(?) Columba minuta (not of Linnaeus?) Wiep, Reise nach Brasilien, II, 1821, 341 
(Cachoeirinha 1.). 

“Talpacoti Pigeon” LATHAM, Gen. Hist. Birds, VIII, 1823, 93 (South America; 
descr.; syn.). 

Columbina cabocolo Spix, Avium Species Nove, II, 1825, 58, pl. 75a, fig. 1 (Brazil; 
orig. descr.; type formerly in Munich Museum).—H AGMANN, Bol. Mus. Geeldi, 
IV, 1904, 211 (Spix's reference).—H ELLMAYR, Abhand. К. Bayer. Akad. Wiss., 
ІТ KL, XXII, 1906, 697 (crit.)—ALLEN, Auk, XXV, 1908, 301 (crit.). 

Cheme pelia talpicoti (lapsus) SELBY, Jardine's Naturalist's Library, Birds, IX, 
1835, 200, pl. 22 (descr.; habits). 

Cheme pelia cinnamomina SWAINSON, Class. Birds, II, 1837, 340 (ех Spix). 

Columbina talpacoti GOULD, in DARWIN, Voyage of the Beagle, Zodlogy, ИТ, 1841, 
116 (Rio Janeiro) —HELLMayR, Хоу. Zoól, XVII, тото, 416 (Calama and 
Maruins, Rio Madeira, Brazil)..——H ELLMAYR, Abhand. K. Bayer. Akad. Wiss., 
II KL, XXVI, 1912, 80 (Peixe-Boi, Para, Brazil; Cayenne; Minas and Rio 
Madeira, Brazil), 96 (Para references), 122 (Mexiana I., Brazil, ex Hagmann).— 
BRABOURNE and CHUBB, Birds S. Am., I, 19012, 18 (geog. distr.). 

Chama pelia talpacoti HARTLAUB, Syst. Verz., 1844, 99 (Brazil).—Gray, List Gallinz 
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Brit. Mus, 1844, r4 (South America; syn.).— REICHENBACH, Syn. Avium, 
Columbaria, 1847, pl. 256, fig. 1324.—H RTLAUB, Ind. Azara's Apuntamientos, 
1847, 20 ("Paloma roxiza'" Azara).—CABANiS, in SCHOMBURGK, Reisen in 
Britisch-Guiana, ПІ, 1848, 744 (Demerara, British Guiana; habits).—HR tcu EeN- 
BACH, Syn. Avium, Columbarie, Novit. Suppl. 185r, pl. 253b, fig. 3379.— 
LICHTENSTEIN, Nom. Avium Миз. 2001. Berol, 1854, 83 (Brazil).—Bur- 
MEISTER, Syst. Ueber. Thiere Bras., Vogel, If, 1856, 297 (Rio Janeiro, Brazil; 
descr.; syn.).—EULER, Journ. f. Orn., XV, 1867, 417 (Brazil; nesting).—ScLATER 
and SALVIN, Proc. Zoól. Soc. London, 1867, 591 (Rio Tocantins, Lower Amazon, 
Brazil).—PELZzELN, Orn. Bras., 1870, 277 (Pombarola, Picuypeon, Rio Janciro, 
Sapitiba, Ypanema, Tejuco, S. Vicente, Forte do Rio Branco, Para, Brazil; 
nesting), 450 (Brazilian localities), liv (faunal distr.).—R E1NHART, Vid. Med. Nat. 
For. Kjóbenhavn, 1870, 56 (Lagoa Santa, Brazil; campos region generally; 
habits).—HamiLton, Ibis, 1871, зоо (São Paulo Province, Brazil; habits).— 
GIEBEL, Thes. Orn., I, 1872, 636, excl. syn. part (references).—LavaARD, Ibis, 
1873. 396 (Nazaré, Para, Brazil; food).—ScLATER and SALviN, Nom. Avium 
Neotrop., 1873, 133 (Brazil; Paraguay; Bolivia)—Garrop, Proc. #001. Soc. 
London, 1873, 468 (carotid arteries), 639 (ambiens muscle); 1874, 250 (number 
of rectrices).—BERLEPSCH, Journ. f. Orn., XXII, 1874, 247 (Santa Catharina 
Province, Brazil; descr.; references).—ALLEN, Bull. Essex Inst., VIII, 1876, 82 
(Santarem and Rhomes, Brazil).—ScrtArER and Satvin, Proc. Zoól. Soc. 
London, 1877, 22, in text (Bolivia; crit.).—Scimipt, Proc. 2001. Soc. London, 
1880, 314 (duration of life)—Forses, Ibis, 1881, 357 (Pernambuco, Parahyba, 
etc., Brazil).—WuITE, Proc. Zoól. Soc. London, 1882, 626 (Oran (Salta) and 
Concepción (Misiones), Argentina; habits).—S4LviN, Cat. Birds Strickland 
Coll., 1882, 547 (Вга2Ш).-ӛсі.атев, List Vert. Animals in Gardens Zoól. Soc. 
London, ed. 8, 1883, 457.— BERLEPsCH and VON IHERING, Zeitschrift d. ges. 
Orn., 1885, 176 (Taquara; Picade Tocana; Arroio grande, Province Rio Grande 
do Sul; Bahia, Brazil).—TACZzANOWSKI, Orn. Perou, ПІ, 1886, 246 (forests of 
eastern Peru; Amable Maria and Guajango; descr.; syn.), Tables, 518.—SALVIN, 
Ibis, 1886, 174 (British Guiana, ex Cabanis).—ThRisTRAM, Cat. Coll. Birds, 1889, 
39 (Brazil; South America).—ScLATER and Норѕох, Argentine Orn., II, 1889, 
144 (descr.; northern frontier of Argentina).—HaRTERT, Kat. Vogelsammlung, 
1891, 187 (South America).—KERR, Ibis, 1892, 147 (lower Pilcomayo River, 
Paraguay).—SaLvapori, Cat. Birds Brit. Mus, ХХІ, 1893, 485 (Quonga, 
Annai, Demerara, and Cayenne, Guiana; Ceara, Pará, Pernambuco, Nova 
Friburgo, São Paulo, Bahia, Rio [Janeiro], Као, and Chapada, Brazil; Bolivia; 
descr.; syn.).—K OENIGSWALD, Journ. f. Orn., XLIV, 1896, 391 (São Paulo, 
Brazil; Brazil generally; Bolivia; Paraguay).—ScLATER, List Vert. Animals in 
Gardens 2001. Soc. London, ed. 9, 1896, 465 (South America).—Gecp1, Bol. 
Mus. Paraénse, I, 1896, 351 (Rio Tocantins, Brazil), 356 (Para, Brazil, ex 
Layard).—Lrovp, Timehri, ХІ, 1897, 4 (Guiana).—Satvaport, Boll. Mus. 
Torino, ХИ, no. 292, 1897, 33 (Сага, Bolivia [or Argentina?])—Gecop1, Ibis, 
1897, 164 (Lago Grande do Amapa, “South Guiana" [= north Brazil]).— 
PINDER, Rev. Mus. Paulista, 1I, 1897, 165 (São Sebastião and Villa Bella, Brazil). 
—Rust, Katalog systematischen Vogelsammlung des Provincial Museums in 
Hanover, 1897, 77 (South America).—von ItgRING, Rev. Mus. Paulista, III, 
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1898, 400 (бао Sebastião, São Paulo; Brazilian references).— HOLMBERG, 
Segundo Censo de la Republica Argentina, I, 1898, 553 (Brazil; Bolivia; Para- 
guay; Oran, Misiones, and Chaco, Argentina; descr.).—NEHRKORN, Katalog 
der Eiersammlung, 1899, 184 (Paraguay; eggs). SHARPE, Hand-List Birds, I, 
1899, 82 (Venezuela [?]; Guiana; Brazil; Peru; Bolivia).—SaLvADORI, Boll. 
Mus. Torino, XV, no. 378, 1900, 14 (Urucum, Brazil).—FoRBES and ROBINSON, 
Bull. Liverpool Mus., 11, 1900, 141 (Brazil; Bolivia).—EUvLER, Rev. Mus. 
Paulista, IV, 1900, 98, 142, 143, 144. 147 (Cantagallo, Brazil; nesting).—von 
JHERING, Rev. Mus. Paulista, IV, 1900, 163 (Cantagallo and Nova Friburgo, 
Brazil), 282 (Brazil; nesting)—Ga@tp1, Aves do Brazil, П, 1900, 379 (Rio 
Janeiro, Brazil; descr.; habits; nesting).— KERR, Ibis, 1901, 234 (Waikthlating- 
mayalwa, Paraguay).—G«aLpi Bol. Mus. Paraénse, III, 1901, 230 (southern 
Guiana).—LiLLO, Ап. Mus. Nac. Buenos Aires, (3), І, 1902, 217 (Rio Salí, 
Tucuman, Argentina).—vON IHERING, Rev. Mus. Paulista, V, 1902, 326 (São 
Paulo, Brazil).—G«ELpr апа HAGMANN, Bol. Mus. Paraénse, III, 1902, 319 
(Para, Brazil).—N1coLL, Ibis, 1904, 40 (Bahia, etc., Brazil).—BmvcH, Rev. 
Mus. La Plata, ХІ, 1904, 240 (Cerrillos, Salta, Argentina).—H AGMANN, Bol. 
Mus. Geeldi, IV, 1904, 211 (Spix's reference), 227 (Wied's reference), 257 
(Burineister’s reference), 301 (Pelzeln's reference).—H AGMANN, Zool. Jahrb. 
Jena, Abth. f. Syst., XXVI, 1907, 42 (Island of Mexiana, mouth of Amazon 
River).—PENARD, Vogels van Guyana, 1908, 340 (Guiana; descr.; habits). 
—SNETHLAGE, Journ. f. Orn., LVI, 1908, 496 (Tapajoz, Brazil), 516 (Goyana, 
Brazil), 538 (Alcobaca, [Rio?] Tocantins, Brazil) —HARTERT and VENTURI, 
Nov. 2001., XVI, 1909, 263 (Oran (Salta), Concepción (Misiones), Barracas al 
Sud, and Posadas (Misiones), Argentina).—CnHuUnn, Ibis, тото, 62 (Sapucay, 
Paraguay; descr. eggs; plumage; habits). 

Chame реа talpacoli (lapsus) Gray, Gen. Birds, II, 1845, 475.— HEERMANN, Cat. 
061. Coll. Acad. Nat. Sci. Philadelphia, 1853, 23 (Brazil). 

Та!расоШа cinnamomea BONAPARTE, Consp. Avium, II, 1854, 79 (Brazil; Paraguay; 
Bolivia; descr.; ex Swainson).— BONAPARTE, Compt. Rend., XL, 1855, 22, 220 
(Brazil; Paraguay; Bolivia).— BONAPARTE, Icon. Pigeons, 1857, in text to pl. r21 
(crit.).—Sovs4, Mus. Nac. Lisbona, Columbz, 1873, 21 (South America; 
Surinam; Brazil). 

Talpacotia godina BONAPARTE, Consp. Avium, II, 1854, 79 (Brazil; Bolivia; orig. 
descr.; type in Paris Museum).— BONAPARTE, Compt. Rend., XL, 1855, 22 
("du nord-ouest de l'Amérique méridionale et peut-étre méme de l'Amérique 
centrale" [error!]; descr.).—GRav, Hand-List Birds, I], 1870, 240 (Brazil; 
Bolivia).—Sousa, Mus. Nac. Lisbona, Columba, 1873, 21 (South America; 
Surinam).—TaczaANowskl, Proc. Zoól. Soc. London, 1874, 555 (Amable- Maria, 
Peru); 1870, 243 (Guajango, Peru). 

Talpacotia godini (lapsus) BONAPARTE, Compt. Rend., XL, 1855, 220. 

Chemepelia talpacoti Gray, List Birds Brit. Mus., Columba, 1856, 50 (Brazil; 
Para; Bolivia; syn.).—BoUcaRp, Cat. Avium, 1876, 34 (Brazil; Pará; Bolivia). 

Chemepelia rufipennis (not of Bonaparte) Gray, List Birds Brit. Mus., Columbae, 
1856, 51, part (Cayenne [fide Salvadori]). 

Talpacotia gadinaé (lapsus) BURMEISTER, Syst. Ueber. Thiere Bras., Vögel, II, 
1856, 297 (Ecuador or Central America [error!]; diag.; ex Bonaparte). 
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Chamaipeleia godina REICHENBACH, Tauben, 1862, 16 (ex Bonaparte). 

Chamaépeleia cinnamomina RkiCcuENBACU, Tauben, 1862, 15 (Paraguay; Bolivia; 
Rio Janeiro, Cabo Frio, and Espiritu Santo, Brazil; descr.; references; ех Wied). 

Goura сіппатотға SCHLEGEL, De Dierent., 1864, 208 (Guiana; Brazil; descr.). 

Chamepelia godina PELZELN, Orn. Bras., 1870, 450 (Brazil; ex Bonaparte).— 
GIEBEL, Thes. Orn., I, 1872, 634 (references).—SCcLATER and SALVIN, Proc. 7001. 
Soc. London, 1877, 22, in text (crit.). 

Tal pacotia talpacoti Gray, Hand-List Birds, I1, 1870, 240 (Brazil; Pará; Bolivia)- 

Peristera talpacoti SCHLEGEL, Mus. Pays-Bas, Columba, IV, 1873, 136 (Cayenne and 
Surinam, Guiana; Bolivia; Paraguay; Brazil). 

Leptopelia talpacoti HEINE and REICHENOW, Nom. Mus. Hein., Orn., 1886, 283 
(Brazil). 

Columbigallina talpacoti BERLEPSCU, Journ. f. Orn., XXXV, 1887, 124 (Paraguay; 
ех Azara).—ALLEN, Bull. Am. Mus. Nat. IHist., II, 1889, 105 (Lower Beni 
[River?], Bolivia).—RriKkER and Спағрмах, Auk, VIII, 1801, 162 (Santarem, 
Brazil).—ArLrEN, Bul. Am. Mus. Nat. Hist., V, 1893, 149 (Matto Grosso, 
Brazil) —BERLEPsCH and STOLZMANN, Proc. Zoül. Soc. London, 1902, ii, 44 
(La Merced and Chanchamayo, Peru).—Dvsois, Syn. Avium, 11, 1902, 764 
(Guiana; Venezuela [2]; Peru; Bolivia; Brazil; Paraguay; syn.).—VON InERING, 
Rev. Mus. Paulista, VI, 1904, 341 (Paraguay), 371 (faunal distribution). 
—HseLLMAvR, Nov. Zoól, XIII, 1906, 47, in text (Surinam).—H ELLMAYR, 
Abhand. K. Bayer. Akad. Wiss., II КІ., XXII, 1906, 697 (crit. on Spix's type; 
Bahia).—von lnukRING, Aves do Brazil, 1907, 22 (Estado de Ѕӣо Paulo; 
Ypiranga, S. Sebastião е San José do Rio Pardo, Zaboticabal, Brazil; geog. distr.). 
—BERLEPSCH, Nov. Zoól., XV, 1908, 205 (Cayenne).—DABBENE, Ап. Mus. Nac. 
Buenos Aires, XVIII, 1910, 193 (Argentina references and distribution). 

Chamepelia talpacoti DaALGLEIsu, Proc. Royal Phys. Soc. Edinburgh, X, 1888-89, 
86 (Paraguay; geog. distr.; nesting). 

Camaë pelia talpacoti VON INERING, Annuario do Estado do Rio Grande do Sul, 1900, 
146 (Mundo Novo, Rio Grande do Sul, Brazil). 


Description.—Adult male: above, including wing-coverts, tertiaries, 
and two middle rectrices, rich vinaceous chestnut or cinnamon vinous; 
below similar but slightly paler, fading to nearly white on the chin; 
crown and occiput dull plumbeous, becoming much paler and some- 
times tinged with vinous on the forehead; primary-coverts and remiges 
deep brown or black, the latter sometimes narrowly margined exter- 
nally with pale cinnamon; inner wing-coverts, scapulars, and tertiaries 
marked on the outer webs with irregular spots of black or dark steel- 
blue; axillaries and under wing-coverts black; rectrices (except middle 
pair as aforesaid) deep brown or black, usually more or less edged and 
tipped with cinnamon vinous, and the inner ones generally more or 
less extensively cinnamon vinous toward the base; iris red or rosy; 
bill dull green, dusky at tip; feet flesh-color. 

Female similar in general, but decidedly duller and paler; above 
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olive-brown, more or less tinged with cinnamon vinous, especially 
on the rump and upper tail-coverts; crown with little or no plumbeous 
tinge; wings and tail as in the male, but duller and with paler, some- 
times nearly white, edgings; below dull brownish, more or less decid- 
edly vinous-tinged, and the middle of the abdomen, under tail-coverts, 
and outer rectrices (externally) often more or less whitish; “iris brown 
with fine silver ring" (Н. Н. Smith, on label). 

In juvenal dress (not seen by the writer) the species is said to lack 
the black spots on the wings (fide Burmeister). 

Measuremenis.—Male: wing, 86-91 (average, 89); tail, 62-70 (66); 
exposed culmen, 11-12.5 (12); tarsus, 16-17.5 (17). Female (four 
specimens): wing, 84-90 (87); tail, 60-64 (61); exposed culmen, 12- 
12.5 (12.1); tarsus, 16-17 (16). 

Range.—South America, east of the Andes, from northern Argen- 
tina and Paraguay north through Bolivia and Brazil to eastern Peru 
and French Guiana. 

Remarks.—This Dove was first noticed by Azara іп 1805, under the 
and three years later was 
formally described by Temminck and figured by Madame Knip in 


, 


vernacular name ‘Paloma de la Roxiza,’ 


their great work on the Pigeons, wherein it appears as Columba tal- 
pacoti, the type being still preserved in the Paris Museum. Іп 1825 
it was re-described by Spix as Columbina cabocolo, which is the basis 
of Swainson’s name Chemepelia cinnamomina, applied in 1837. 
Bonaparte overlooked or ignored Temminck's name, and called the 
species Talpacotia cinnamomea, after Swainson, and described the fe- 
male as another species, Talpacotia godina. The synonymy is thus 
somewhat confused. 

C. talpacoti seems to be quite constant in characters throughout its 
extensive range. It has been attributed to Venezuela, but this is 
almost certainly an error, at least so far as specimens and published 
records for that country are concerned, which pertain to C. rufipennis 
instead. 


Chamepelia rufipennis rufipennis (Bonaparte). 


Cham pelia talpicoti (lapsus) (not Columba talpacoti Temminck) JARDINE, Ann. and 
Mag. Nat. Hist., (2), XX, 1847, 374 (Tobago). 

Talpacotia rufipennis BONAPARTE, Consp. Avium, II, 1854, 79 (Carthagena, 
Columbia; orig. descr.; type in collection Paris Museum?).—BONAPARTE, 
Compt. Rend., XL, 1855, 22 (Carthagena, Colombia; diag.), 220.--Вов- 
MEISTER, Syst. Ueber. Thiere Bras., Vögel, II, 1856, 297 (Colombia; diag.; 
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ех Bonaparte).— BoNAPARTE, Icon. Pigeons, 1857, pl. 121 and text (Colombia; 
crit.).—GRav, Hand-List Birds, ІІ, 1870, 240 (Trinidad; Cayenne; Colombia). 
—Sovusa, Mus. Nac. Lisbona, Columbie, 1873. 2: (Carthagena, Colombia; 
references). 

Chemepelia rufipennis Gray, List Birds Brit. Mus., Columb:e, 1856, 5r, part 
(Trinidad; west coast of America; Colombia). —Boucarp, Cat. Avium, 1876, 34 
(Trinidad; Colombia).—ERNsT, Primer Annuario Estadistico (Caracas), 1877. 
310 (San Esteban, Venezuela).—D EARBORN, Field Mus. Orn. Series, 1, 1907, 80 
(Los Amates and San José, Guatemala). 

Chamapelia rufipennis SCLATER, Proc. Zoól. бос. London, 1857, 19 (Bogotá, Co- 
lombia). 

Chumcpelia rufipennis SCLATER, Proc. 2061. Soc. London, 1858, 350 (Comayagua, 
Honduras).— Moore, Proc. 2091. Soc. London, 1859, 6r (San Pedro, Honduras; 
Peten, Guatemala).—ScLATER and Savin, Ibis, 1859, 223 (Comayagua, Hon- 
duras).— TAvLOR, Ibis, 1860, 227 (Comayagua, Honduras).—ScLaATER and 
SALVIN, Proc. 2001. Soc. London, 1864, 370 (Lion Hill, Panama; crit.).—SaLvixN, 
Proc. Zoól. Soc. London, 1867, 159 (David, Panama).—SCLATER and SALVIN, 
Proc. Zoól. Soc. London, 1868, 629 (San Esteban, Venezucia).—LAWRENCE, 
Ann. Lyc. Nat. Hist. N. Y., ІХ, 1868, 139 (San José, Costa Rica).—FRANTZIUS, 
Journ. i. Orn, XVII, 1869, 372 (Orosi, Costa Rica).—SaLviN, Proc. Zoól. 
Soc. London, 1870. 217 (Chitra, Calobre, Bugabá, and Mina de Chorcha, 
Panama).—Wyatt, Ibis, 1871, 383 (Ocaña, Bucaramanga, and Magdalena 
Valley, Colombia).—G1EBEL, Thes. Orn., 1, 1872, 635 (references).—SCLATER 
and SaLviN, Nom. Avium Neotrop., 1873, 133 (Venezuela; Colombia; Central 
America to Guatemala).—Boucanp, Proc. Zoól. Soc. London, 1878, 43 (Pun- 
tarenas, Costa Rica).—SCLATER and SALVIN, Proc. Zoól. Soc. London, 1879. 544 
(Medellin, Colombia; nesting).—Satvin and Сормам, Ibis, 1880, 178 (Santa 
Marta, Colombia).—ZELEDÓN, Cat. Aves Costa Rica, 1882, 28 (Costa Rica). 
—BERLEPSCH, Journ. f. Orn., XXXII, 1884, 317 (Bucaramanga, Colombia). 
—TRISTRAM, Cat. Coll. Birds, 1889, 39 (Tobago).—Satvaporl1, Cat. Birds Brit. 
Mus., XXI, 1893, 487, part (British Honduras; El Paraiso, Dueñas, and Retal- 
huleu, Guatemala; La Libertad, Salvador; Chinandega and Matagalpa, Nica- 
ragua; Costa Rica; Bugabá, Mina de Chorcha, Chitra, Lion Hill, and Chepo, 
Panama; Santa Marta, Medellin, and Bogotá, Colombia; San Esteban, Vene- 
zuela; Trinidad?; descr.; syn.). —UNDERWOOD, Avifauna Costarriquena, 1899, 15 
(Costa Rica).—SarvapoRt and Festa, Boll. Mus. Torino, XIV, no. 339. 1899, 9 
(Punta de Sabana, Panama).—Suarve, Hand-List Birds, I, 1899, 82, part 
(Central America; Colombia; Venezuela)—Datmas, Mém. бос. 2001. France, 
ХПІ, 1900, 144 (Tobago).—FoRnBES and RoniNsox, Bull. Liverpool Mus., ЇЇ, 
1900, 141 (Cumaná, Venezuela; Tobago).—SaLviIn and GopMan, Biol. Centr.- 
Am., Aves, III, 1902, 253. part (Central American localities and references; 
descr.; crit.), —PENARD, Vogels van Guyana, 1908, 340 (Guiana; descr.; habits; 
crit.). 

Chamaépilia rufipennis LAWRENCE, Ann. Lyc. Nat. Hist. N. Y., VII, 1861, зоғ 
(Panama R. R.) 

Chamaëpeleia rufipennis REICHENBACH, Tauben, 1862, 16 (Carthagena, ex Bona- 
parte), 163 (Central American references). 
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Chame pelia talpacoti (not Columba talpacoti Temminck) HARTLAUB, Isis, XLI, 
1848, 407 (Tobago; ex Jardine).— TAYLOR, Ibis, 1864, 94 (Ciudad Bolivar, 
Venezuela). 

Chame pelia rufipennis LAWRENCE, Апп. Lyc. Nat. Hist. N. Y., VIII, 1865, 178 
(David, Panama).—LEoTAvD, Oiseaux Trinidad, 1866, 366 (Trinidad; descr.; 
habits). 

Peristera rufipennis SCHLEGEL, Mus. Pays-Bas, Columbae, IV, 1873, 136 (Guate- 
mala; Colombia; Caracas, Venezuela; Guiana). 

Chame pelia talpacoti rufipennis NUTTING, Proc. U. S. Nat. Mus., V, 1882, 408 
(“La Palma,” Gulf of Nicoya, Costa Rica; habits). 

Leptopelia ufi pennis HEINE and REICHENOW, Nom. Mus. Hein., Orn., 1886, 282 
(Costa Rica; Caracas, Venezuela). 

Columbigallina rufipennis ZELEDÓN, Proc. U. S. Nat. Mus., VIII, 1885, 112 (Costa 
Rica).—ZELEDÓN, An. Mus. Nac. Costa Rica, I, 1887, 127 (Las Trojas, Costa 
Rica).—RipGwaAv, Man. N. Am. Birds, 1887, 215, part (diag.).—RipGway, 
Proc. U. S. Nat. Mus., X, 1888, 584 (Truxillo, Honduras)—CHERRIE, Expl. 
?обі. en Costa Кіса, 1891-2, 1893, 53 (Brunka, Terraba Valley, Costa Rica).— 
Conv, Auk, X, 1893, 220 (Tobago).—CHAPMAN, Bill. Am. Mus. Nat. Hist., 
VI, 1894, 74 ("Indian Walk rest-house," Trinidad; song).—ROBINSON, Flying 
Trip to the Tropics, 1895, 117, 154 (Barranquilla and Honda, Colombia).— 
ROBINSON and RICHMOND, Proc. U. S. Nat. Mus., XVIII, 1806, 651, 660 (El 
Valle, Margarita I., Venezuela).—PHELPs, Auk, XIV, 1897, 366 (Cumanacoa and 
San Antonio, Venezuela).—BaNcs, Proc. Biol. бос. Wash., XII, 1808, 132 
(Santa Marta, Colombia).— ALLEN, Bull. Am. Mus. Nat. Hist., XIII, 1900, 128 
(Bonda, Masinga Vieja, and Cienaga, Colombia).—BAncs, Proc. N. Eng. Zoól. 
Club, II, 1900, 15 (Loma del Leon, Panama).—BAncs, Auk, XVIII, тоот, 25 
(San Miguel I., Panama), 257 (crit.), 358 (Divalá, Panama).—DvBors, Syn. 
Avium, II, 1902, 764, part (Mexico to Panama; Colombia; Venezuela; Guiana; 
syn.).—BERLEPSCH and HARTERT, Nov. Zoól., IX, 1902, 119 (Altagracia, Cai- 
cara, Ciudad Bolivar, and La Union, Venezuela).—CLARK, Auk, XIX, 1902, 261 
(El Valle, Margarita I., Venezuela).—RipGway, Condor, VII, 1905, 154 (Pigres, 
Costa Rica).—ALLEN, Bull. Am. Mus. Nat. Hist., XXI, 1005, 280 (Bonda, 
Colombia; nesting).—HELLMAYR, Nov. Zoól. XIII, 1006, 47 (Caparo R. and 
Seelet, Trinidad; Cumaná, Venezuela; Tobago; Bogotá, Colombia; crit.). 

Columbigallina rufi pennis rufi pennis BANGS, Bull. Mus. Comp. 2001., XX XIX, 1903, 
142 (Ceiba, Honduras).—THAYER and BANGs, Bull. Mus. Comp. 2001., XLVI, 
1905, 148 (San Miguel and Saboga Is., Panama; crit.). 

Chame pella rufipennis rufipennis BANGS, Auk, XXIV, 1907, 292 (Boruca, Pózo del 
Rio Grande, and Barranca [de Puntarenas], Costa Rica). 

Columbina rufipennis CHERRIE, Sci. Bull. Mus. Brooklyn Inst., I, 1908, 370 (Pointe 
Gourde and Carenage, Trinidad).—BRABOURNE and Сновв, Birds S. Am., 
I, 1912, 18 (Colombia; Venezuela; Guiana). 

Chemepelia rufipennis rufi pennis CARRIKER, Ann. Carnegie Mus., VI, тото, 399 
(Pigres, Puntarenas, Cachí, Miravalles, El Pózo, Boruca, and Buenos Aires, 
Costa Rica; Costa Rican references; habits). 

Chamepelia rufipenis (lapsus) RODRIGUEZ, An. Mus. Nac. Salvador, IV, 1910, 282 
(Guatemala). 
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Description.—Similar to C. talpacoti, but wings extensively rufous. 
Adult male: above, including wing-coverts, tertiaries, and two middle 
rectrices, rich vinaceous chestnut or cinnamon vinous; below similar 
but paler, fading to nearly white on the chin; crown dull plumbeous, 
becoming much paler and sometimes tinged with vinou on the 
forehead; remiges rufous chestnut, Upped with brown, and the 
secondaries also often clouded with brown; primary-coverts rufous 
chestnut with black tips; inner wing-coverts, scapulars, and tertiaries 
marked on the outer webs with irregular spots of glossy black; axil- 
laries and inner under wing-coverts black; outer under wing-coverts 
rufous chestnut; rectrices (except middle pair as aforesaid) black, the 
outer pair tipped and edged externally with vinaceous chestnut, the 
pair next to the middle often also extensively of this color; iris red or 
pink; bill dull olive or drab, dusky at tip; feet flesh-color. 

Female similar, but decidedly duller and paler: above olive-brown, 
usually more or less tinged with vinaceous chestnut, especially poster- 
iorly; wings and tail as in the male, but the former with the outer 
webs of the remiges more or less extensively brown; outer web of outer 
rectrices paler, white or whitish; below pale brownish, with more or 
less of a vinous tinge, the throat white or nearly so, and the under tail- 
coverts edged with white or vinaceous cinnamon. 

Immature birds (7. e., those in first winter or first nuptial dress) 
may be distinguished by their generally duller coloration, and by the 
greater extent of the brown area on the wings, the inner secondaries 
being largely brown. Іп juvenal plumage the young bird closely 
resembles the female, but the feathers of the back, scapulars, wing- 
coverts, and anterior under parts are narrowly tipped with buffy, 
giving a squamate appearance, and the black spots on the wings and 
scapulars lack gloss. 

Тһе sexual differences in this species correspond to those of C. 
talpacoti, while females average more brown on the wings than males. 
If the sexing of certain specimens can be trusted, it would appear that 
some females approximate the males in general intensity of color. 
Three females from the Pearl Islands, Bay of Panama, agree in being 
much browner below than the average of specimens from other locali- 
ties—a fact which may be of some significance as indicating the. 
existence of an insular form, although no diíference in the males is 
evident.!! 


и It would seem that Messrs. Thayer and Bangs could not have compared their 
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Measurements.—Male: wing, 85-90 (average, 88); tail, 60-70 (64); 
exposed culmen, 11.5-13 (12.5); tarsus, 16-17.5 (17). Female: wing, 
83-89 (86); tail, 57-68 (62); exposed culmen, 12-13.5 (12.3); tarsus, 
16-17 (16.5). 

Ramge.— Northern South America, from Guiana, the valley of the 
Orinoco, and central Colombia north through Central America to 
Guatemala; a straggler in Yucatan and Vera Cruz, Mexico. 

Remarks.—Curiously enough. this very distinct apecies appears 
not to have come to the notice of ornithologists until 1847, when 
Jardine recorded it from the island of Tobago, but wrongly identified 
it with C. talpacoti. In 1854 Bonaparte described it as distinct, his 
type coming from Carthagena, Colombia, since which time the 
numerous references from northern South America and Central 
America are an indication of how common a bird it is in those regions. 
There is not the slightest indication that it intergrades with C. tal- 
pacoti, and indeed it is very doubtful if their respective ranges overlap. 
Mr. E. C. Taylor's record of C. talpacoti for Ciudad Bolivar, Vene- 
zuela, like Jardine’s earlier one for Tobago, unquestionably pertains 
to C. rufipennis. АП Guiana skins seen, on the other hand, belong 
to C. talpacoti. Messrs. Е. P. and А. P. Penard, it is true, give both 
species as inhabiting Guiana, but place nearly all their biographical 
matter under C. rufipennis, although an examination of the text leaves 
the impression that they were really uncertain of the propriety of so 
doing. 


Chemepelia rufipennis eluta (Bangs). 


Chame pelia rufipennis (not Talpacotia rufipennis Bonaparte) SCLATER, Proc. 2091. 
Soc. London, 1859, 369 (Jalapa, Mexico).—LAWRENCE, Ann. Lyc. Nat. Hist. 
N. Y., ІХ, 1869, 207 (Merida, Vucatan).—SANCHEZ, An. Mus. Nac. Mexico, I, 
1878, 105 (Yucatan).—BovcaARD, Proc. Zoól. Soc. London, 1883, 459 (Yu- 
catan).—SALVIN, Ibis, 1889, 378. and 1800, 89 (Cozumel I., Yucatan).—SaL- 
VADORI, Cat. Birds Brit. Mus., XXI, 1893, 487, part (Atoyac, Huatusco, Playa 
Vicente, Teapa, Santiago, Tierra Colorada, Acapulco, Tonala, Putla, Izalam, 
Peto, Buctzotz, and Cozumel IL, Mexico; Mexican references).—LAURENCIO, 
Mem. y Rev. Soc. Cient. “ Altonio Alzate,” VII, 1804. 221 ("region caliente del 
E. de Veracruz ").—SuaRPE, Hand-List Birds, I, 1899, 82, part (Mexico).— 


series of females from these islands very carefully, as they comment on the absence 
of any characters peculiar to the island birds. Should additional material show 
that their peculiarities are constant апа worthy of recognition in nomenclature, I 
would propose for them the name Chemepelia rufipennis nesophila, with No. 14,322, 
Collection E. A. and О. Bangs (now in the Museum of Comparative Zoólogy) as 
кре. 
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SaALviN and Сормах, Biol. Centr.-;Xm., Aves, HE, 1902, 253, part (Mexican 

localities and references; crit.). 

Talpacotia rufi pennis MULLER, Reisen in Mexico, ІІІ, 1805, 589 (Mexico). 

Chame pelia rufipennis SuMICHRAST, Naturaleza, V, 1881, 231 (" tierra caliente” of 
Vera Cruz, Potrero, and Omealca, Mexico). 

Columbigallina rufipennis RipGway, Proc. U. S. Nat. Mus., ХИТ, 1885, 581, 583 
(Cozumel I., Yucatan).—RibGwav, Man. N. Am. Birds, 1887, 215, part (Mex- 
ican localities).—SrONE. Proc. Acad. Nat. Sci. Philadelphia, 1890, 204 (Tekanto, 
Хисасап).-Спармах, Bull. Am. Mus. Nat. Hist., VIII, 1896, 287 (Chichen- 
Itza, Yucatan; habits).—Dv Bois, Syn. Avium, Il, 1902, 764, part (Mexico; 
sy11.).— Coe, Bull. Mus. Comp. Zool, L, 1006, 117 (Chichen-Itza, Yucatan; 
nesting; food). 

Columbigallina rufi pennis eluta BANGs, Auk, XVIII, 1901, 258 (Escuinapa and Los 
Robles, Sinaloa, Mexico; orig. descr.; type in collection Museum Comparative 
ZoGlogy).—MILLER, Bull. Am. Mus. Nat. Hist., ХХІ, 1905, 343 (Escuinapa, 
Sinaloa, Mexico). 

Chama pelia rufipennis eluta SALVIN and Сормам, Biol. Centr.-Am., Aves, III, 1902, 
254.10 text (елі. 

Subspecifie characters.—Similar. to С. rufipennis rufipennis, but 
general color of male decidedly paler, less rufescent, more brownish. 
Female also averaging less rufescent, particularly оп the rump and 
upper tail-coverts. 

Measurenieuts.—Male: wing, 85-92 (average, 88); tail, 59-70 (65); 
exposed culmen, 11-12 (12.2); tarsus, 15-17.5 (17). Female: wing, 
82-88 (86); tail, 57-66 (62); exposed culmen, 11.5-13 (12.1); tarsus, 
16-17 (16.5). 

Range.—“ Tierra caliente" of Mexico, north to central Vera Cruz 
and southern Sinaloa. 

Remarks.—' This form was described from southern Sinaloa, in the 
extreme northwestern part of its range. А series from this region is 
appreciably different from another series from the Santa Marta 
region of Colombia, close to the type locality (Carthagena) of C. r. 
rufipennis, in the respects above pointed out. There is, however, a 
wide range of variation in both forms, dependent partly upon age— 
younger birds being duller—but partly apparently of a purely indi- 
vidual nature. However, after allowing for all this, there still seems 
sufficient difference between the two series to justify subspecific 
separation. Moreover, with a fairly large series of specimens at my 
command I find it quite impossible to distinguish the bird of eastern 
and southern Mexico from that of western. Mexico by any constant 
characters, and | am therefore obliged to assign practically all speci- 


mens of the former to the present form. .An occasional specimen, 
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however (as for instance Nos. 15,265, Field Museum of Natural 
History, Achotal, Vera Cruz, 37,053, Field Museum of Natural 
History, Yucatan, 38,277, U. S. National Museum, Orizaba, Vera 
Cruz, and 106,321, Г. 5. National Museum, Yucatan), is absolutely 
indistinguishable from typical rufipennis, but the Mexican series as a 
whole is obviously different. Guatemala birds seem referable to the 
southern form, as well as those from Honduras and Nicaragua, while 
specimens from Costa Rica and Panama are exactly like those from 
Colombia. On the other hand, some of the southern birds are almost 
pale enough to be referred to С. 7. eluta; they are, however, apparently 
all immature birds. Everything considered, this is probably as good 
a subspecies as many others which have been admitted to recognition. 


TABLE OF AVERAGE MEASUREMENTS. 


Males. Females. 
Species. AN a EE 
(ша. Tail’ Dill. ‚ Tars, pur Тай. | Bill. | Таг». 
| | | 
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“ j PANESCER Se он come 87 50.5 11.5 15.6 86.51 50 (Тт 
“ * пе ЕСИ ОО С Р л 150 paca 16.0 86 | 597 | атт 156 
A P: SO COVPORMSUS ы ые за ес. 53 56 II.5| 16 82 БО |та. ло, 
om ы; POO M |20 54.5] 30.2115 73 5I II 15 
s e ПОЛО Ее ааа ео 78.4 | 56.6 ІІ 1 |94 54 II 16 
nt s РЕТ 61.5150 %тт 16.3 83.5 56.5 11 16.3 
5% y ӘБЕЙ. e о с so. |56 “то; тб. 70. | 51-5 | 10:6) 10:3 
Ы s ПОШИ ПК iue E aon КЫ 50 53 11.2| 16 79 | 53-5 ТІЛ sa 
ae i НТ 80 56 ща 16.8 79 55 r2 16.7 
а E ТООЛО. sc stress зо |575 тгІЙпб” |590 56 |12 пози 
e SE О атс. «esee [82 |56 rir |15.5| 82 |56 11.3 | 15.5 
ы С; АО 82 457 тгіШі5.6|8: |57 nr 5 
“ OT E | ёт BSS) 11.2475 | 83:56) 67 егото 
es 4 а 22. | 81.5 56 10.8 15.6 | 82 |56.5|11 |154 
a E COSTI. КЕНТІ 178.5 52 10.8 15 78.5 | 53 10.7|15 
С. MIRE риа. ee re rm 4 52 I0.5| 15.2 | 77.5 | 53 10.5 | 15-1 
SS e аи mm TA 50.5 10.61 15.61 74 |50 | 10.7| 15.4 
ке care in 82252222222 80 |609 I2 "EIS [EO OU (15 I7 
Cub col t 2225 2.. 89 166 |і? | 17 | 87 |0 теш то 
С. rufipennis TUA pennis. Шз. ае (88 |64 12.5117 |86 62 12.3 | 16.5 
S ү (PIDE c хс. ee Oo 88 |65 тоу2 ИЛ 86 | 62 | 12, | 16.5 
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List OF SPECIMENS EXAMINED. 


Species and Locality. 


C. passerina passerina:— 

Florida: Dummitt's... 
Lake Weir 
Fort Bassenger 
Kissimmee 


Seni. S Wo! ПК ЛЯВ н В. 


Еспе е cua edes ene re ери ейл ъв 
Шарға CERTO sc wo INIT CDL DD DL 
МИРА ео 
Oak Lodge (opposite Micco) 
Smyrna 
New Smyrna 
Indian River 


жн. с 
St. Augustine 
Катта РАЕВА 
Шы ОТЕ 
Доха SE лик лс шр eer EIER ES 


Driggs Landing, Kissimmee River. ee emeki ы ІІ... 


Hibernia 
Fort Gardner 
Hernando County 
Suwanee River, Lafayette County 
Cedar Keys 
Gainesville 
Blue Spring 
San Mateo 


Jacksonville 
Cape Florida 
ИА ТЕ E ко EI 
Magnolia... .. 
Florida Keys....... с 
СТАЛ КЕР D EH 
Key Largo 
Tarpon Springs 
Alva 


ОСИ ETS уыз. какжжа жж кка ene ОНОК а 


Enterprise 
West Jupiter 
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List OF SPECIMENS EXAMINED.—Continued. 


| c 5 чр 4 E 
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Species and Locality. zee FUIS QE 2. Е 
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С. passerina passerina; — 
юк ТТ - КЕЗЕ КЕЛЕ ЕК (ЕО 
N. Brevard County: is cee cc tise cee ИЕ C Fee: РНЕ я Е 5 
МО ересек еке» шыл E ДАВА S MOM: Е. 


Florida: Orange 


(сога  Savannadle---6999 9-901292 ЕЕ DET 


McIntosh СОПУ 2222.22... 3.351. 4X1. 
Воган 5. TN 1 
Sapelo Ды айа. garce кашы EE EIER EMEN ың д^ qM NM qr 
Cumberland Islandia c eI Hed a ЕЕ 554 ves 
South Carolina: Progmore... aee e x zi a ME А ЕУ. 2 
Leady Island «esce ees soe лл SUE „д. A mU ЕТТЕ Е 
St Helena Islande «cements ОО КОО GE S32 21:38-41:14. 2 «ME 
Port Royale c P з MM ЛЛ ІІІ. І 
Dantuskie Islandese aea oe seg gee Ex 8:1 ва. В 2. 
Mount Р!еават ese. е [2 
ПАП сөп Е л ОЛЫК А | A Ж 
Maryland: Broad Creek 23b E: TE E AM LE ESL т 
"СЕО Columbias ення S22. 4541Ж ра ЕР: 
Not specified | 2 
C. passerina pallescens:— | | 
Texasa гоху Ше: ота ЕИ ТЖ Na 
Cameron Сопи у. е. $ FACERE As 
Sauz Ranch, Cameron Со.................. 71342 ee le. ЕНЕ 
НИТ ГГ П.Я 6|. 
ТЕО ИО ТИЕУ о оса Ble 
Fort Clark e lerr reer Е ИЕЛИ ГЕ Aah, АЕ 
Conpus Christi ТТГ ӘНЕ ЖЕР 
Carron Мак дил Қн Т E Ыг б ТЕ. 
ЗІНІҢ Unos cd OGNUNO КЕК be sb ЖЫ 3b. De ds 
IE I eem NUES Ce Ra LETTER OD ok А ДВЕ Жоо 0 cal foe 
Отана Ее фт у ЖЖ Ж a 
ЖәаізбпаПпсвова 222222222252. I 2.3.43 3-5 ЗЕ 2 357 
Кош ете о EE EIL ч | защо КЕ: Psa 
Tumacacori. . | | т 
Phones | 


Amer. Mus, 


Nat. Mus. 


17258 


NOM OC eve mq ЖО 
25 mi. SW Ole тезе eee с от. M HE NIE Жооп 


Santa Cruz River, west of Patagonia Mts.... .. EHE mI E. 4 
Big Sandy Стее eed os I.E? Es |Б Я 
Calabasas „Шо От: Кода a ӘНІН Жош. ee OE ho 
BortLowelo.. e a e v UIT IN о тё. ЖЕНЕ EU 28. 5 
Lower Сай опа: Ба Раз г. a 2f Е ИНИ Зу 
Саребатілсав Е + р 19... & 2) 7 
San José del Cabo... saine aat ee Е. л о eet Bl. I3 a 3 
San Ignacio: ба теа Са see ЕС l his eH ES 
АОС vv Ша ЫК 2 
Santar Ата е MES 21 4. Е е 
Tamaulipas: Victorias aa du ETE EL 4... ЦЕ 21. 
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ATTE езгі 
Species and Locality. 258 2 ӘЛЕ Ж Rx 
СІНЕ 395% 
= Sia зна 52 KS 
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C. passerina pallescens:— 

Шаа а бМабатагов...........-........ .ҺЬ [И qs ¢ В Я Е. 
РРО | NES 153 173. 
ЗІЛ К И о нее лош бк хоо | ЗА АРЕ cae А 2 The 
[CORE c. ОН... Н Е ВЕ к “Ж. 
Палас ШЕЛЕРІ. 2. 2. 
КУЕ ОЗРПОН АКЕ. 22 22252222. ..х Р ИКЕ ШЕ ТАР $.. 
E A ое ЧЕК СТЕ ЗА Е: id 

кәне Ес пае а Е. ПЕ 13]. 
а АЕРА ДА NI ТҮЗГЕ 
зо а ОДИ Е 22222. ТТР ГЕ Во 2! 25. 
АЛЫНДА опери даи раса mde НАРК АЖ ІН. 

Mera Eruz NTA dOr ays „хее калии СТЕ IIT S. 1 I 
таба а... e <A [Ж - ois ae La Ва 
Тайата MM Mere Ери с МЕРЕ ЖЕЛ. 2. 

золота ао |. 2 I 
ето ismsE . ЖЕ ЖЕМЕ ЕЗ 
НЫЛ rry mi: ЛИЦ ЕГЕ ES 
Bacoachi. ц. 

Sinaloa: Culiacan 2 E: 
Mazatlan.. 42 
Езсшіпара 2 
SUM шаса ЖАЛЫ Ваза ИЕ ЕЕ Ва 

Шерба Баз aos ong oa eons хло у mA ӘСІП Ge ЗЕ ВЛЕЕ | ЕЕ 
Тапа аге Islandus 222... ДАРТ. С ВЕ. І 

асо а атса ЕИ 5 МЕЗ 

MOTT ONG leua ans mud SON CE. са s | 
Dos ArfOVOS. э. э. ura сасады me UI X КЕ ЕЕЕ: ИЕ: К 

Фахасар Т еппапверес к. ооо ЕСТІ: ЭЙ 1:3 I 
Mountains near Santo Domingo............|.. . | Бр. ag bd 21. 

ТАР вап ап ы у к ы ул Г | чут ai. 

ABS GE (CMG deer a Bou oro CI эт. Же ok ES BRE 
GampecherGampeche 2,2222 Econ q г 2 
Jucatan e Demas, > «eme sestertia du os К Ex RE ПЕЕВ І 

елеп еа а ea i ҮТ ш 1. 

Dictl ccm. S | 19777 E 

HickantoM к ат шокы кке ыр ишекти d al rop ur E So 

CORTE ПӘННЕН ecce CR s as. mpm m.s 4 

корест 2222.22... .2. iE: MESEI ELE 3 
Еа опа газ: Toledo.. oe о-у... coh ae Gls ҒЫ. за НЕ IE 

А апавее БА КОП УУ 2222222... B YEN X. 

ЧОО СЕ ШПЕСАР ЫЖ І 
Са ешара? Оаа sciences «faces es cues es :43 sab? Blk: 4 1 

ае а 2E. a Mx 

C. passerina neglecta: — 
цсабат Merida e ane ор 4. 5. 
ШІ. 


СПЕ Bin.) л у БЕРГА 3... 
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ЖІГІ. a E E 
E EL vt xg 5 24 alo 
zd ES s $5 NOS x 
ж © О = Sn е иш 
t: , Aa om cm BS Sy eb INN 
Species and Localily. шакты e E uw 
зы 2) x sd Ble сБ 
E] SIER >|% fall IPSE OSEE 
Е Е|9 9/5 к= = eel та Л 
Бъ 5 РЕВЕ ара ы а 
Ni) 2 Е = 
ғ 
ш-н Мн 
| 


С. passerino neglecta: — | 

Guatemala ГІӘцепав..,5»........-.-.---.-.. „4. v. В walk 
ШТоуарат!бшпспез,..2......... E ND CIERRE А Е 5. Е 

Honduras) Моно Roman Rivet cc И ЕИ е кои 
Southern boundary, 180 mi. from Pacific 


Г сагария SUCI d. eso ceres eS ПТЕГЕН x 
Ometepe cad s ccc каан се emery ПЕ Вр. ЕЛО ИРА я ре и 
San Rafael ае Коне, лы 222222 БАЛ 24 ав eres 
Matagal Pal iis Уға EE 22222. Be Solera RE g Б аео 

Costa Rica; PfgEe8... серен уы 2 Тр s E d ТЕ БІ 
San Тозе а E AERE asc RT ec VERDE H.- 
Los Cuadros de Птах... по Bol ee sedisse. E а 
Coral Шот и eec ED e SITE EIS Bath a ет еее Е 
Tenorio uean a ESOS ege aede ex eene fen а оваа са ЕЕ 2222: x [aca 
А1Та]ше1а® us ocu LAM ats sie pata duse Rin е я СЕ а mes es Rete Б а Le Mss es 
Miravalles; оказа оона SS ЕЕ Lams В 
Espartià. cime nemen КЕТТІ aol ee еее ata o] lve eet С А [eis 
IN OL Вресиин ы эшлибез ood ha ols ace lcd e TES iced e ef atl A ed siet 


н уно 


С. passerina socorroénsis:— | 
Mexico: Socorro Islanda а ac dees Tasa ee em can Б ЕСЕ e LEO а bola ales 
res Marias [sland Sine vene ктг арке жен ЖЕТЕР 
Мауашат е -22соезамары ао a ea sed fer less] ead cel] à еее 


С. passerina parvula:— 
Colombiat Hondai РУО оаа тене ОИ ИИ у ME 


С. passerina напа: — | 

Colombia: тепе еее: С Ио 
Atuncela emere SEH OE OOS Oe RG Ut o ОЕ ЕТЕР НЕ 
Palmira, 3500 ісеб............... ТІР ҒАР 
Oaldas,/2000 {ее oue asin sr аба nn таза» 35 ES А ЕКЕ Ies Pes ЕЕ 


C. passerina quitensis:— 
Ecuador: Cumbaya (near Ошо) eem Ще [inn ntes акы нр 
Riobamba те Mac DIES аа Иос) Tecos Ее ЕРІ ЕРДЕН БЕРГІШ 


ОШО ао е нанио et eM ОЕ Н Еа 


(ошала: Шешегага:. и.о ое е о 
Georgetown ее: ааа нъ ПЕЙ А ce И а 
SUNNA: pp Е ЕЕ ed mai реа in ee 


| 
C. passerina griseola:— | 
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"T 13. р Е E 
из we Вера 
Бота E Zo ЩЕ 2 
7 ГІН с i же „ш 
` H n a м t > у ш = 
Species and Locality. == =) 25. uM 276422 
+ и ги zi НЕЙ A 
2-3, Е 7 Е 2 ££. 
сан Me 5 eat 
1 - Ес ES 
"i 


C. passerina albivitta:— 
аа И Е В. a ee PRESA 


Тана Salada de Ciudad Bolivar. s-s- ee -ecr eese... “е I: X. X 
БЕГЕ cue c М. МІР ТӨБЕ I 
Шосичо Estado атаа mb dM M... Ce Abe Е Е 
(CADHDARIO: eter ee 00. cte. a WG ДЕ Mek | ed ус БА 
канада, osse mirae PES Ea оо съ GA Ae eel НЕ Ge Babe oe Я 
Margarita ІШапа.............. so ware оС 
Rorlamar, Margarita І51апа............... 7 
ОТЕП ТАТ 522222222 2221225! АНТ С ЕЛИ ЛЕС 
Losiiiermanes Islands... ес Rr d Bide ope 11.49 1.31. 3€ oe 
сотсиа аа кш оо л IO 
Blanquilla Island......... Dus 4 
Посе ров Islands. oo EE DE ГЕТЕ ГЕЛІ 1.8. - 
қтобереслес 222222222. HOS YO, ЖЕГЕНІ! е 
Dutch West Indies: АғпБа...2......-..-<-... ТАШ. ДЕ ds SIE A XI. EI Ва 
BONAL ЕГ er DTE ON ОС зк О Өл ЯЕ ЕЕЕ e 
Пао. КЕ ы niacin иде алеп sees ДЕЛІ. 
5ауолес Curacao 222222... "dS ЕЕ S ca Б. SI E 
бе гасіск ©пгасао 2... екран AE ЫЫ КЕНЕ ТЕРМЕ ЕС 
i 4 


SUUS 


Colombia: Вова |: 


(іепара 22222222222 ЕЕ Еа Ries ыз ЕЛЕС ГТЗ gd 15313 
Рагато де Аїасогата ааа у. леене + л. A EL Е УГ 
Сащарспа dece err TUE EUN 4: 
Ба Ша cese axe xr ERR 


m 


ЧО ырестей е b. als 1. 
С. passerina antillarum:— | 
Grenada: St. George... err swans DIOE 4. 


Notispecified(: шшш. азе 
(Сатпасоп: Вот ез 9 acs 
Веја о.е gode 
Dre аны 22522045020 4 oo meme ds 4:214. E E 
Cmon Slan 2-22 22 S == ай 

IN rustique: oen есе eis ares б 
Bequia: Industry..... DUIS OD Sond ав gb bo oo Ве др OE 
Әріпке... sn AD s ым ae Be 
Notispecified ic ams erence nes mo m А. oP. Ab a. 5 Be 
опсео про СН ИЕА ВРЕ en 
Базе о! бопїпеге..............- Sie ера sm cm 
Chateaubelair...... TORTEN NOE ТКЕН ЫЫ ae Вр 22 Ва 
Gumiberlandigvalleys 22222222 сясерва Зе | 38 ТІРІ Be КО 2 
INotispecifiedion v а. 


ызыл Юю M но 


ы 


EE 


^ 


о. 
ы 


Lisr ОЕ SPECIMENS 


Species and Locality. 


Fleming Coll. 


Field Mus. 
Dwight Coll. 
Brewster Coll. 
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Carnegie Mus. 


Bishop Col 


Mus. Comp. Z 


Amer. Mus. 


Mus. 


ШЫ, Мас. 


C. passerina antillarum:— 
Barbados: Bathshebal. is ai мзш ыза зз ше E 


А Тат S Bayo ssec eum Iam клы ИИ И 


ШАНДЫРЫ SHI OLS м. во док рени oe Roam т ИС 
Белесрташ е. Я 


C. passerina trochila:— 


Santa еа ete See бе еке Ык cs к ЫЫ 
Mart Mique coc жаз eae ало ИА 
Dominica Коз ап Deas sere wee re екЫ 

Not specified 
Guadeloupen гуш шыша райын Аны E 
етае ен 
ААРА еа ете Ы 
Barbuda 5 ае е ТАН 
Sto Bartholotgeiee оние ена Е 
St. Christopher (St. Kitts) 
SCUEUSEA Ша ТТ... 
Sta GEO терен attive ees е een ee enn ee 
саба ГЕ ЕТІНЕ КЕТКЕН sina ies eines 


AMES AC da аа Ты о е | 


ВОО ur euer ТОТА ЕТ Шы 
Viren Gordas oe esis ade арене 
St- Tomas ооа 
SES TOI г ЕЛ оаа а 
Porto Ricon Sam Juanes eree тшт кые. ДП 
pe i M M уто косыу кы Кас Lm 
ТЕЛ. Varie Ж сутек S ези SR EIS are 
аз Репа Жеш Ыла ЕЕ 
ШЕШІП, рома кке Re жаК x 
Магпеуё@вы upset mes We EE TOU кезеде 
Атава vice, NIE TENUERE OON T ЛЫ ЫҢ 


Bajardo сулу уыс кых екл О 
Cola amd а кши edna кык зо 
Santa [Isabel cu Acne cana сак айас нв 
Utuado..... 


Байлам оен 
CURIOUS NS сатира ин exe du Лал ERE EE 
hi cor ОО ааа 
СтаБисоа sete eU EE ER TON m 
Culebra eee cimus eue nU TENEO ДИ 
NIEGUES Pr зове са с. > 
Not specified 


елі; ES, 


- - 
<<: щл nU: 


ъъ ымы ы. 


ыны оо. 


он 


ы, 
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= == 2 E 
м < 2 % 5 =, 
33 UY = Be 
i i а= Шш = = 
species and Locality. ime =| 2 = с pa 
СЕ m zn. ] 
Ec EE e ui 2 : 
Lime Ее c M 24, 
и да 3 de 
= - 


C. passerina jamaicensis:— 
тее е Оооо ок. 7. TEE OE! 
Prgstmuum RIVED, gj ewe вв жа cee ee we i А DEN Meat ETE ovn 
HUG PERGANGENS М улу дды нште. Лун o [ут „рок Ж 2 
re ne Gites ЕРИНО. КІЛІ I-A. 
ШЕШ ПГ ЦӘ ео. єк 64 C42]: Е РЕТ 
Osho КЕК 000-080 МИККИ 
те SUOM С йл со жамы Ы o. 


C. passerina insularis:— 
рап ахта: су ee eer ee аны XE. X... 
Ше Ще а шав ашке кк ыи. елшен OT HOT posed А.Ж MEC NES и 
алыл aces ae а ро о сс а А DEM MES SE п Ёё 


Ww 


С. passerina aflavida:— | 
Sante Domingo: Сагате oss scene окы с В. ЗАБАВА Piece ИЕ 
Hondurases sesar oeae ышкан далы акыла опа ве |ва Асе, Т. 
Sanchez ат аке див E a c LA рез във did Е т: 
oT rstobab ы а uns TN ТТІ 
lugy EP M 
Hamel ра за ECCE. 


Santo опе а ооа анаа к 
Роста рата ЭЗИЗ | 12 M 41. i 
EvoUpccibed а СІРГЕ ыч 
Наш [асте т coss x sU Rut d XI ee es 
M cus m rct m T 25 ЕТЕ 
Oot типсен Кы е куумак МЕ 


ы - 
чон роо 


ш- 


2I I 
Қа Сала (near Таспа БОО сы АП АЕ! Ай 4 JB NS I 
PE опре ереси 222222222222 2-2 5,.:. Ве З ЕЧЕИ ЧЕ Ns 
(Una Tay coo «eo A аин еа аена E лық АЕО. Е Ре В Зи пеш 
iub Tcr" АЛДЫН Т 6 
Ира ра гета MEE ccc Cm E. MED EUM E 
Santiago de Cuba ТЕЛЕ 277 
Guantanamo Bay. 
оте е TP ЕЗІ... 1 
Марзреслеа лушта жезл 22222... ае пеша то 2 

Тете рез [Gal Olme ЗУУ ІЛЕГЕ. I 
Дора Ж ОРУ КИТЕЛ аа: ESES ЕЕ За Ела Ae ЕЖ. 
Rui топает Е Я 
Зат ае иаа л 
аеро ая 

[апа са: лара 2222... 2 2: зе 3 ) 

Not specifiel....... Hu Зара ы аа О ГУЕ I 


ку 


ы 
um 


Un 


ETE 
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Te | s 
„пазва ай 
a domom PES а 
Species and Locality. = Е Е S 5 Я i E $ Е M 2 
Кш оа ВЕ гыс ы ы с 
RES ERNST е. 
A = Е 5 
== ЕНТ ТТЕ рей 

С. passerina bahamensis:— | | 
Great Bahaman 272222227222. |2... 2.4.2.4. 4... ..... 
ANSE NEO) a: crop etree SAO OR DDI шы се а I pered EA 
Creen GAV esa. © ways нагона tyne шылк T ІСІ МЕРЫ ЗЕН 
ANITO ВЕР TEE На АРНА. do | esl 
New Providence; Маѕвап eces meestena nuiis АЛТЫ СН КІ: ЕЕ с o 
Blue ШЕР аеннан иа Tl. tm. SEULS MORE А с 
IN Gt Specified 2:2 595522... RE GRE RR ca SN 3 
Теа ее еее Она 5 
Current island mae ae e ован са ЩЕ и EC 
Catslanü b 2222222 2.0 зле В Ба Бо 2 
Ма пре ыан 2222777 2 ше [> се А ЕР Н Es] s 
Bird Rock, Е МЕЗ ЕЛЕС аеш 
Хїагаепапасш cons open ООЛ ыс: Е И ИА E SS С 
Great Gnana Care 60 МЕТТЕР ЕРЕ ШЕ! 
Great Sale Сау sa. cena пее 222222. co ER AREE TU ui „= 
Concepcion Island | ' 1. ї 


RU Сау КОЛОКОМ || {| {ре 
1 


14 


Сазсов зіл а. 2 222. г ЖІ КЕ i Ж ОШО 
“Bahama Islande ucc ва Де пе rs КЕГІ s 
Bermudas. Наш оп ee e a Те МСМ E Soc 
А ES СІ Еа ч: 
І 1 
C. passerina exigua:— 
Great Inagua; Mathewtown: з съща less АЕ 
Alfred Soundi ese emus anum SEP Ib Ея 
Rob specified ТОТА бт з. н... |, Ж 
РЬ sd И 3 
C. minuta minuta:— | 
Brazil: БАША ШШ ыу» 227... Д ТІ Ima Ване 
Chapada маностов uo Е E mE! PE iue 
Мокереснеа ИРТ ӨЛЕ P ККДК E. зл: 
Guiana: Согоо. TE IEN 
Бата: ОЗЕ ies 
Venezuela: Ciudad Войуат.,................ eee ds ie 
Pers Limas e o отан аа езі еке обр. «teca HEU Sed m E 
(Callao eee eS ETT Еа UNE ДЫНА 
INot.specified eee о ы M EMI EIS 1l. 
C. minuta eleodes:— 
Colombia: Bogotas ее Е sels tmm AE SD 
Not specified’... 2222222 DOE I СЕ АЛЫР 
Panama Соғолар.... 22222 eene nm en eei. ЯҒЫ” 
Panamas шуа» уж, КОКО ТЕ ТЕРЕЗЕ Бо 
Сан атал ЕН С АІТ d па E 
Panama Вапйгоаа 222 PETS S а X 2 
Rio indio (near са.” (ЗЕ eje 
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$a Е MG 
E GE че 
ЕС i Ва GIE E ВЕ 
Species and Locality. = з ШОЛ E EE 
ЕКСЕ Е EM zz». 
4 = Е Е 2 B ES ES 
C. minuta el@odes:— 
[DonamaNoOdspeeifiedi ооо Е ОЕ: „Ж... 
Casta Rica! Buenos теа 1 3-55 TE БК Бар ee 
Басе сай вон... all NU НА В С ВЕ ИК 4 
Ciare mala Los Ашайев.,.-2..............2 3.95512 43-0 БЕ ЖШ Е 
Вее Шолоаптав Toledo District. Е Ч ИЛЕ т... 
ао РЕ. А lero - В. 13737. 
(;ampeches Campeche... eem ee Beale de ae 3 ub 
I ubascosPMontecristo. (i age c erm ers NE e 21 БЕ 
C. buckleyi:— 
Ecuador: Guayaquil, . m eese cert енене 2:4. 5123.93 КТ КЕ РЕЗА DE 
С. tal pacoti:— 
Батарпазасарпсал 22222 ЛЕТТІ ЛТ. 
ересен у. ЖІ 3c 2À Wis Мт 
Bolivian Puerto Suarez... eee Ле ЗАЛ ET RIS 
ЕЛЕР 222222 21. рр 5 ы ЕАР ВЕ 
owen Beni Китер c E Uc RM ad yao апр ас 38 ESE [S Ж 
Еа Вата а осе E. ALS ЕЕ И 3 
@ПТарайач o COURSE ИКУ E се que Dg: 
Santarem. as.. rcc tpm. E OE ЖІП АЗЫ зо 39031 4s 
Патапа ИЯ: RAS. ЛЕЗ 4 p 
a aiaa erien tri eeo 2-22. ДЕ ЕТТЕ oos. e s 
Б зеразртао, сасраша 222222227022 2 р. 
ЮШасето Вау.........: auc EAE MEAT BIST... 
а ауса Жы екшш елше калк В Seal Wire NS а ги. 2... 
Notspecified® „у. mane EST ec eects GE etus rs We В. 3 EIE X ші 
(шана Сасеппе.2...2...-2.--4% chew eae A Ы B: ЖЕЛТ ug... 
ПИО TY 2-22. UO mi bt Е SS um HAE. RIA. S 


КОБЗреслей e a В Bnz ҒЫН I ISI NL I Ж. 


| 

C. rufipennis rufipennis:— | | 

Шоһаро оо аА. сс ЖТЗ ІІ E 

ТИИ C arenage- seas ccc cance geen ee rp eie Ге елит SE рис 2.21.2. 

(CAREC ооа ао е, Ж Б iE wm Geo | 4 25 
ТЕ De. cies sepa n ka rame на rere els | 


БІЛСЕН о. rese ps eus trate mines | МД de [ce ТАМЫ ЖІ 


бепе ед асаа музга ыйы ш faut os pe Ва IUE BAe Se Gage ве 
Барма, Margarita Тыапа...... 2.2232 
ЕСИ ТИН т sme РОНЕ р НАЕ E Ep oe ВИ св oe 
ЕЕЕ ЗОТ ИЕ Ч ЕА ЕРЕ ЗА Я: 26... 
чепашео Estado ага И ИВ E ШІ 5 
(CONTERIS E PE SPEI Seen eI мл Ан eun t EENES EIU. 
I ZOALCSUL Estado ата ЧАЕС Е Ал (| Ae | Ж: 
отапрашалыада,, ese е ebbe 1:1: 2 
атаса таспа енн ЗГЕ ЖЕЛ Ж АЕ 
Бапик ан NUT SORTIES АЕ eee XL. С Bale on 


коПоовтеноменаан 2... Т АЕ 4-714 
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Species and Locality. 


Dwight 


Fleming Coll. 


S£ 
шо = 
зае 
ФЕ 
p T 
ЕЕ 
Е BI 
E MI 


Biol. Survey. 
Phila. Acad. 
Carnegie Mus. 
Bishop Coll. 
Mus. Comp. ZU 


C. rufi pennis rufi pennis:— 


епоса: (Grape, Дина. sese sex Ы ОЛЕН ДЕРІ 
Econtrados Zula soene rean e А Е КЕШЕ ЛІС 
Colombia. БоОроба.. ышыгы em еее cs ІЛЕ АСЕ 
Honda ы s messy a RR onp en EU. ИТЕ Ы 
Бао апае. о ЕНЕР - NIMES 


С... ЛЕЛЕГ ІСПЕН 2 


рпеш тео А ВИ БАЕ | 39 


СЕА аена о ECETTDCIT I | 


La Conception: 52-222 2210. МЕЛЕГ НЫ 
Santa ата 522222222. ГЕН ы 
Сайса Майен", 22222222222. Dam МЕК ЕН Е 


Bonda е T E СОО КЕКЕ: МЕ. 


Buritaca. . 


Masinga Vieja... 352222222222. ТКТ“ 


Слепаран ле EDI TTD D SU IDE АЧ И ВЕР еее rss 
Сап; кн. ЗЕ ЖОСАЛЫ АРЫ“ 
Palmira, 3500 teete 22.22 22: Е Gell dee: |e eee 
East of Palmira, 6800 feet. .. 5,220.00 инча ЖЕ compe ee 
Not Бресте. PWN Ee Se bs Уке ОК ба 
Panama: Сато Вин Suo cues eode rne s hon вт Е КЕ. calles еее ha 


David, Сп S мус ез ОЕ ores ЕЕ Иа ЛЕ. 


IDivalasGhipiquis e e e S ЕЕ с 


San Mipguebstand. coar e nene en ee v4 
Saboga апа css Р. TEN 


ЕНТ а ЖКО 3| ШО P за 


Loma де -еоп (Liom НИШ), в ca eee ce M m E 


earl Islands: зэ ездш DEDIT ЕЗ НЕШЕ ge 


Rio indio (near Савт). 1 і | 5-2 | А < | 


Not specified... 
Costa Rica: San José 


ТАУ d ELTE ЗЕГЕ E. ы: 
HI Pozo de Terras... reves crees heces КЕДЕ 2 
Pozodel Klo Grande, sensa аа rete ЖӨЛЕШ ЖЕТЕ 
Buenos: Айе 222222222222 .2244025 ЛАГЕРІ 
oc vam c ы ЖЕШ Бок m 243. Же. des: 


ю E 


ы 


Puntarenas сл Es А. cns ВЕ Ес Е. 
ИЗ ЕТТЕ dae cR Me M asd ИРЕ СТЕ 


Nicaragua: Сіитапйева,.................... LA 1.2 | АИИ АНЕ 2. e 
San Geronimo? кили ысыт TES 3). ВЕ S - Г fae ЕЕ ЕЕ 


Fena Blanca. ОООО ООЛО О ES ЕН Ж Жал ы. 


San КИЙ уыз. 2-22 ГУ NES S NUS 
Маа аза. о: a5 eds 3M SEE SII SHE ЕЗ 
Rao/Graánde:v. see Roo DANTES СНГ ME RIT ЕКЙ 


ысыла ы mU - 


к; 


er: 
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A * res E 
dM 5 N 4 
1866 E 
с 5 : | = ы 5 ыу 
Species and Locality. 2&5 = ва: 
- ра =й ы 2 
mE E 5 - E 
Biase 2 t 
ie HE ue S 
s 


C. rufi pennis rufi pennis;— 
попиота5 Ио. pole, и book oF LIN E 


[Копа гез ЛА Ба! lose wea a ER kx 2 m ГЕСИ CEE EO RE 


Nat. Mus. 


USS 


Аата ее е 60 ға бы бы. ка Ж ж АА ЮЕ тысы 


EI Paraiso... valley dd aloe ЖЕЛГЕ. Е 
бал осе сша. ШТИ ар Век БУД Ес ааа 
КОШ Ере К ызык ажыра ti К НЕ а ЧК DE Яе... 
Са а ен aene ete эш ERR er E па Xd NC MN e БЕ 
Мета сит ©зара esa eee cider 20 ТАЕ АЕ T BEPT 


C. rufipennis eluta:— | 
(?zmpeclieg6Gampecle е 2.2... Р АЕ 
Tabasco: San Juan Вашіяа................. TE i za demo 
Ghiapas: ене. ЛЕ ТЕ 

КЕНЕС ЕС. БАН КБИР Л а 
Mer К ат АС О а! оше ыш есы лиз IUE 2......4....41.........- 


ыс не 


BNGUZOLOUSON oed ETUR nies ccs NOB 47 Жолы БӘЛЕ 
Оаа sachets eee ишш еенэ пан TE fe ал REM E. cec. 
Tlacotalpan ; 
(бахаса үхверес 2222222. РЕ КЕГЕ 
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